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INTRODUCTION 
The Eighteenth Century is regarded as a transitional period in world history. 
This century was full of transformation and change not only in Indian context as 
Mughal Empire declined and new power structure developed but the period also 
witness the downfall of Safavid and Ottoman Empire in Asian context and great 
political upheaval in America and France during the late Eighteenth Century in 
European context. 
Gujarat is regarded as 'garden of India' where several kinds of trees find their 
establishment. The province is considered to be a gift of god. It is full of natural 
richness, fertile tracts favourable for agriculture productions. The availability of 
surplus in agricultural production supported the agricultural based industrial economy. 
The province consist several industrial centres like Ahmadabad, Baroda. Jambusar, 
Nadiad, Dholka, Dabhoi, Sarkhej, Navsari, Palanpur, Vadhvan, Bhuj, Junagadh and 
Gandevi etc. and the comparative proximity to the major sea ports- Gogha, Cambay, 
Broach and Surat helped in stimulating its trading and manufacturing activities. The 
ports and industrial centres were well linked by means of roads. Surat's pre-
dominance in the maritime trade of Gujarat and its position as the largest Oceanic 
Terminus in Western India was indisputable. However, others like the Gulf of Kachh 
maintained direct commercial links with Persian Gulf, East Africa and Malabar Coast. 
The existence of large and supportive institution and guilds like nagarsheth, mahajan. 
sarraf, creditor, dallal and insurers show the richness of the inhabitants and their role 
in the development of commerce of the region. Large number of skilled artisans in 
both rural and urban centres, links of villages with town and cities, availability of 
merchants like Dutch, English, French, Armenian, Arabs, Habshis, Afghanis, Bohras 
and Chalebis, Sindhis and Deccani Brahmans largely supported the region's trade. 
The hegemony of centralized Mughal power in the subcontinent traumatized 
soon after the death of Aurangzeb. Gujarat being one of the principal suhah of 
Mughal Empire affected in all sphere involving progressive deterioration in the 
administrative system and continuous warfare which dislocated economic activities 
and seriously affected the well being and prosperity of this beauteous province. The 
political scenario changed and new power structure made their way in the province. 
It witness the influence of several powers like Nazims of Ahmedabad, 
Mutasaddis of Surat, Maratha chieftains, independent nawabs, European trading 
companies and Indian mercantile communities. Several principalities largely could 
not consolidate their gains and fell in the hands of non political people which caused a 
share in the actual power in these places leading to an augmentation of their 
resources. 
The lack of any powerful Mughal Emperor at the centre and aspiricity of 
independence among the nobles caused the desertion of Mughal sway in Gujarat. This 
weakness gave an opportunity to the Marathas to make entrance in Gujarat which 
doubled the problems, and their constant incursion disrupted the trading and 
commercial activities of the province. The downfall of trade and commerce in the 
region affected the mercantile community and official oppression pushed them to the 
brink of bankruptcy. 
My study roughly begins from the last years of Aurangzeb's reign (1700) and 
ends with Castle Revolution (1759) when British East India Company occupied the 
castle of Surat and power shifted from Nawabs to the British. 
My work is divided in to four chapters. The First Chapter speaks about, how 
Gujarat plunged in to the factional fight of the nobles. The disregard of Imperial 
Farmans after the death of Aurangzeb became a tendency of the officers. The Policy 
of repression and forcefiil exaction was strictly implemented by the Nazims and 
Mutasaddis of the subah. Although their main targets were wealthy and prosperous 
peoples and merchants but evidences proved that general public were also afraid of 
their tyrannical behavior. The holding of various offices by a single person resulted in 
the introduction of naibs on larger scale. As the appointed officers were unable to 
reach and rule everywhere personally they gave several posts on Ijara. It has been 
found that \hefaujdars held the region for a long period declared their independence 
from Mughal central authority. These faujdars got strength in region of their influence 
and established an independent 'nawabdom'. Several such nawabis sprang up in the 
course of the first half of the eighteenth century in the region. Freedom of faujdars 
from the authority of subahdar of Ahmedabad opened the way of dynastic ambition in 
various parts of the province. Apart from this levying different kind of cesses on 
various pretexts was a common source of harassment and drain of resources by 
Nazims and Mutasaddis of the subah. 
The Second Chapter deals with the Maratha entrance in the region. It has been 
discussed that how their constant incursions and subsequent occupation made them 
powerftil. Getting strength in military power their intervention largely increased in the 
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politics of province. The Marathas under Peshwa and Gaekwad emerged as the 
overlord of the region. They were working for two separate authorities for 
establishing supremacy. The Peshwas were supporting the cause of Raja Shahu while 
Gaekwads were supporting the cause of Dabhade family. The conflict and dissension 
in Maratha camp is well discussed in my dissertation. The execution of rewards-in 
lieu of their support to the Nazims and Mutasaddis also finds an adequate space in my 
work. 
The third chapter is a discussion on the commercial condition of Gujarat 
during the first half of the eighteenth century. The fertility of lands, production and 
trade make the province affluent which attracted the merchants from all over the 
world. Important commercial commodities and prominent manufacturing centres and 
specialized items of the region also discussed in this chapter. The opening of an all 
water route and Europe's discovery of new world linked the Asian economy with the 
world economy proved beneficial for the Gujarat commerce. But constant Maratha 
incursions largely affected the commerce of the region, at least, during the first half of 
the eighteenth. The import and export greatly undermined from the fear of Maratha 
attacks has been discussed. 
Fourth Chapter is a talk about relation between mercantile community and 
administration. The period witnesses the introduction of locally powerful people in 
the politics of Gujarat. As merchants were powerful to exploit the situation they make 
their large involvement in the administration through weapon of agitation. Through 
this instrument they pressurized the Nazims and Mutasaddis and compelled them to 
accept their demands. When they united they were in more powerful than any other 
power. My dissertation gives detail accounts of several agitations organized against 
officials and almost all the time stand successfiil. However, unity was harmful for 
their profession so they extensively engaged in mutual conflicts except some 
occasions. Dissension between Dutch and English, Paraks and Parsis and most 
importantly Bohras and Chalebis is well discussed in my dissertafion. 
To study the 'Gujarat in the first half of the eighteenth century' two 
momentous Persian works are the basic source of information. First is Itimad Ali 
Khan's diary Mirat-ul Haqaiq. The diary covers very short period between 1718 to 
1726. And the second is the chronicle composed by last Imperial diwan Ali 
Muhanmiad Khan popularly known as Mirat-i Ahmadi. It contains the information in 
great detail up to 1761. In addition there is good number of primary sources who deals 
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with the eighteenth century not directly with Gujarat but indirectly they provide very 
useful information about chaos and factional fights among nobles to establish their 
supremacy. Apart from this there are useful secondary literatures which are based on 
European archival sources to support the hypothesis. 
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CHAPTER ONE 
POLITICAL DISARRAY IN GUJARAT 
Gujarat was an independent Muslim Sultanate from the early fifteenth century 
until it was conquered by Akbar. He defeated Sultan Bahadur Shah and incorporated 
Gujarat as an imperial province within the Mughal Empire in 1573.' It was from this 
date till the end of Aurangzeb's reign in 1707, the 134 years period witness a period 
of strong government in the province. Gujarat was the main financial supporter of 
Mughals at the centre. The flourishing province of Gujarat was described as late as 
1702 by Aurangzeb 'the beauty and ornament of India'.'^ 
Mughal Emperors down from Akbar to Shah Jahan choose their ablest Princes 
as the Nazims of Gujarat. Murad, Shah Jahan, Dara Shukoh and Aurangzeb all 
represented their imperial fathers in this province. At the turn of eighteenth century 
Prince Muhammad Azam (Azam Tara) and Prince Bidar Bakht were appointed as the 
Nazims of Gujarat. Even, Prince Bidar Bakht received the news of Aurangzeb's death 
at or near Ahmedabad.^ Other than Princes influential Mughal nobles and powerful 
leaders and commanders were also appointed as the Nazim of Gujarat. 
After the death of Aurangzeb there was a great political disorder in the centre. 
This spread over the provinces and ended the Mughal control gradually. Production 
touched the lowest of ever and trade dwindled down. Khafi Khan says: 
"In the past peace and prosperity reigned throughout the province; there were 
no disturbances of such magnitude as were witnessed in the recent years. Prices of 
grains and fruits were low and people lived comfortably and contentedly. Only a few 
unfortunate jagirdars received salaries for less than 10 or 12 months; many of them 
were given, out of favour, the pay for 20 to 25 months. After the 
death of Bahadur Shah condition changed. Scarcity and desolations afflicted the land, 
and economic stress ruined several sections of the class. The governors confiscated 
At the time of its annexation tiie Sultanate of Gujarat was comprised of twenty-five Sarkars. See 
Raziuddin, Ahmad, Hadiqat-ul Hind, Persian manuscript, National Archives of India, New Delhi, 
fla. 
M.S. Commissariat, Studies in the History of Gujarat, (Ahmedabad, 1987), p. xxii. 
Narhari K. Bhatt, Gujarat, (New Delhi, 1972), p. 15 
Nizamat of these two princes in Gujarat was 1701-5 and 1706-7 respectively. 
S. B. Rajyagor & P.N. Chopra (eds.), History of Gujarat, (New Delhi, 1982) p. 283; Bedar Bakht 
lead to Gwalior and was defeated and slain along with his father Prince Azam Shah in the battle of 
Jajau in June, 1707. Jajau is situated about 20 miles south of Agra.See M.S. Commissariat, A 
History of Gujarat with a Survey of its Monuments and Inscriptions, the Mughal Period: jrom 
1573 to 1758 ("History of Gujarat, U" hereafter), Vol. 11 (Bombay, 1957), pp. 383-84, 
the jagirs of mansabdars and madad-ima'ash lands of honourable sadat and 
masha 'ikhs." 
The Mughal Nazims, Mutasaddis and Faujdars all were interested to attain 
greater control and occupy more and more areas under their influence but they did not 
concentrate on maintaining law and orders and provide security to the inhabitants of 
the region. The introduction of this sphere of control and authority in eighteenth 
century called ""Nawabis", which resulted in the gradual decay of Mughal swa\' from 
the province. 
By the turn of eighteenth century Gujarat began to lose gradually the 
reputation for the fertility of its soil which had earned for it the designation of the 
'Garden of India' earlier to this century. The first half of eighteenth Gujarat witnessed 
a period of confusion in the settlement and management, agitation and anarchy, civil 
strife, tribal disturbance and foreign invasions. Trouble and perplexity began to spread 
all over the country due to Maratha attacks. 
In addition to the Maratha excursions from outside, there were a number of 
internal commotions in Ahmedabad. In 1709 during the Nizamat of Ghazi-ud Din 
Khan Firoz Jung Khatib was stabbed to death for having add the Shia word Wasms 
title before Caliph Ali in the neme of recital of prophet successorsin his prayers 
following Emperor's order. In 1713-14the Kolis^ and Kathis^ outside the city grew as 
bold and presumptuous as to cause stoppage to trade. Baroda was a scene of plunder 
by Kolis. Ease, satisfaction and security necessarily and inconveniently disappeared. 
Individual power gain and change of loyalty became the features of nobles and 
officials. Every major Mughal officer was ambitious to establish an independent slate 
of his own. 
Conditions worsened when the Mughal officers disregarded imperial orders 
especially after the death of Saiyid brothers. Those who were engaged in the 
6 Khafi Khan, Muntakhab-al Lubab, II, pp. 963, 965.Cf. Zahiruddin Malik,The Rise of Tegh Begh 
Khan-First AfawaZ? of Surat, 1733-1746, Islamic Culture, Vol. 46, No.l, (Jan, 1972), p. 56 
The Kolis are regarded to be the indigenous population of Gujarat who were marginalized first by 
the Rajputs and then by Gujarati Sultans and Mughals. They were fractious by nature. They were 
greatly indulged in harassing officers and the people and creating troubles. These activities largely 
increase during the eighteenth century which caused chaos and disorder in the province. Author of 
Mirat-i Ahmadi says: "the most wonderful thing was that as the Kolis became notorious for mining 
houses. Ali Muhammad Khan, Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, M.F. Lokhandwala Translation (Mirai-i 
Ahmadi, transl., hereafter). Oriental Institute Baroda, 1965 p. 353. 
Kathis were fribal groups inhabit in Central Saurashtra. Until Mughal authority was strong they 
could not dare to raise their head. But after the decline of Mughal authority their activity of 
disturbing the province largely increased. 
conspiracy of the murder became powerful and started disobeying the orders of 
Emperor. It being the will of god that chaos and abashment daily increased. It is true 
that political system cannot exist with the officials. But once these officials become 
corrupt no one could save the state to be ruined and this was destined with the 
Mughals in Gujarat. Both in the business of treasury and administration an anxious 
desire to mutiny arose in every heart and ambitions being produced in every mind. 
Nobles of the province grew disobedient and refractory and became independent. 
The stability in administration was greatly shaken. If we examine the stability 
of the Nazims during the eighteenth century comparing with previous century we find 
that how drastically the political condition changed within a short period of time. For 
instance, the last Mughal A'az/wof Gujarat of seventeenth century was Kartalab Khan 
for a long period of 17 years from 1685 to 1701. Author of Mirat-i Ahmadi says no 
governor of this province up to the time of the writing of this history in 1756-57 
enjoyed so long term of office and with such security and splendor as did Kartalab 
Khan. Hindu women of the province celebrated in their songs the memory of good 
days of his administration. While in first 17 years of eighteenth century as less as 
eight Nazims changed.'° And in the next 17 years again the figure was not far behind 
than the earlier one." Reasons may be more but the most important was the 
instability of Mughal Emperors at the centre. A.M. Shah regards: 'The first half of the 
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eighteenth century to be a period of extreme political instability in Gujarat'. 
Fear and frustration greatly escalated among the Nazims. Ibrahim Khanbeing 
appointed the Nazim of Gujarat,'^ who collected force of 8,000 horses, 3,000 foot and 
4,000 Kolis and Rajputs to fight against Marathas but the experienced soldier 
9 Mirat-i Ahmadi, transl., p. 280. He was an ablest Nazim of Gujarat from 1685 tol701. His name 
was Kartalab Khan, titile was Shuja'at Khan. He was a man of glorious fortune. He rose from low 
position to the dignity of an Amir. He was an accomplished administrator, able general, efficient 
officer, never committing any blunder and possessing many noble qualities. He had got built a 
mosque, a college and his own mausoleum. 
Prince Muhammad Azam Shah (1701-1705), Prince Bedar Bakht (1706- 1707), Ibrahim 
Khan(1707-08), Ghaziuddin Khan Firuz Jang (1708-10), Asad-ul Lah Asad Khan(1712), Shahamat 
Khan (Amanat Khan 1713), Daud Khan Panni (1713-15), Maharaja Ajit Singh of Jodhpur(1715-
17). 
Viceroys of next 17 years were: Khan Dauran Shamsam-ud-Daulah(1717-19), Maharaja Ajit 
Singh(1719-21), Muiz-ud-Daulah Haidar Quli Khan Bahadur Zafar Jang( 1721-22), Jumlat-ul-
Mulk Nizam-ul-Mulk (1723-24), Mubariz-ul Mulk Sarbuland Khan Bahadur Dilawar Jang(1725-
30), Maharaja Abhay Singh (1730-37) 
A.M. Shah, 'Political System in Eighteenth Century Gujarat', Enquiry, Vol. I, No. I, 1964, p. 87 
Rajyagor & Chopra (eds.) History of Gujarat, op. cit., pp. 283-86. Ibrahim Khan arrived from 
Kashmir to Ahmedabad on 8"^  February 1707 and took charge of his office T' March 1707 and 
continued up to 25* September 1707. 
realizing the mood of tiie army and death of the Emperor and subsequent civil war 
among Princes of Delhi throne had disheartened and obliged to purchase peace by 
paying Rs. 2 lacs 10 thousand as Khandani''' from the Bait-ul Mai on 8'^ May, 1707. 
He greatly dismayed with this and within seven months resigned from the Nizamat of 
Gujarat. Ali Muhammad Khan denotes this demeanor as lack of any able and strong 
successor of Aurangzeb.'^ 
The collapse of the old order strengthened and enriched the Marathas, 
Marwaris, Kolis, big Zamindars and Europeans. The leaders of these groups took 
advantage of political instability in Gujarat. Marathas replaced Mughals by 1758 
when they forced Momin Khan II to surrender of Ahmedabad. Kolis carved out petty 
principalities for themselves and British took castle of Surat in 1759.'^ The 
weakening of administration and constant warfare led to the destruction of trade and 
commerce, desolation of agriculture and industry, and insecurity of inhabitants and 
property. This deleterious condition was subjoined by official oppressions. 
Policy of repressions and forceful exactions 
The unstable political condition in Gujarat encouraged the Marathas to 
participate in political contests. Mughal officers in their mutual contest more often 
sought the assistance of the Maratha leaders.'^ As a reward for their support, to the 
Mughal officers and nobles, Marathas got a share in the revenues which affected to 
the inhabitants including peasants, merchants, artisans, shopkeepers and traders. The 
Nazims to compensate themselves for the loss of revenue surrendered to Marathas. 
extracted heavy amount from the wealthy and prosperous class of people'^ and tried 
14 Khandani was the money extracted by the Maratha sardars to abstain from plundering an area. In 
1724-25 Kanthaji besiege Viramgam for plunder and pillage and exaction of Khandani. Udaikaran 
Desai and resident of the place protected them by paying three lakhs and fifty thousand rupees as 
safety-money, technically called Khandani. Mirat-i Ahmadi, transl., p. 423 
Mirat-iAhmadi, transl., pp. 333-34 
For details, see Lakshmi Subramanian, 'The Castle Revolution of 1759 and the Banias of Surat: 
Changing British-Indian Relationship in Western India', In Dwijendra Tripathi (ed.) Stale and 
Business in India (Delhi, 1987) pp. 91-116; Michel GuglielmoTorri, 'Mughal Nobles, Indian 
Merchants and the Beginning of the British Conquest in Western India: The Case of Surat 1756-
1759', Modem Asian Studies (MAS) 32, 2, (CUP, 1998) pp. 257-315. 
Both Hamid Khan and Rustam Ali Khan called the Maratha generals for assistance in their mutual 
conflicts; and each of them undertook to grant chauth in case he gained victory over his rival. 
Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, (ed.) Syed Nawab Ali, pp. 38, 53, 59, 77; Ma 'athir-ul Umara, II, pp. 765-769 
In 1723, Surat lost to the Marathas the huge resources that it used to draw from the Athavisi that is 
twenty -eight parganas. See Lakshmi Subramanian, Indigenous Capital and Imperial Expansion, 
Surat, Bombay and The West Coast (New Delhi, 1986), p. 32 
I'timad Ali, Mirat-ul Haqaiq, [Mirror of realities] (c.l726), a franscript (Naqal) Research Library, 
Centre of Advanced Study, Department of History, Aligarh Muslim University, Aligarh. ff 332b. 
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to push them towards bankruptcy. The struggle developed between the Mughal and 
Marathas gradually went against the Mughals. 
The Mughal officers had to spend a considerable amount of money at the 
imperial court in order to retain their post and avert the other competitors they were 
forced to maintain much larger contingents of troops in order to fight off the Marathas 
or their noble brothers which had to come from their revenue assignment. 
Zamindars withheld the payment of revenues and chieftains in their castles 
defied the imperial authority. To fill the gap between rising expenditure and 
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diminishing revenues illegal taxes and fines imposed to keep and feed huge armies. 
In this desperate situation their thoughts again turned to the revenues to be extracted 
from trades and professions and plunder of the merchants of Gujarat. The 
implementation of this policy was almost same in all Guajarati trading centre like 
Ahmedabad, Cambay, Broach and Surat. The policy adopted by Mughal Nazims of 
Ahmedabad and Mutasaddisof Surat during the two decades of 1720s and 1730s 
played a greater rule in Mughal destruction from the province of Gujarat. 
Mzawa/of Haidar Quli Khan, Hamid Khan (naib), Sarbuland Khan, Maharaja 
Abhay Singh, Ratan Singh Bhandari (naib)and Momin Khan and Mutasaddiship of 
Rustam AH Khan, Sohrab Ali Khan and Nawab Tegh Beg Khan will be 
longrememberedfor their repressive policies in Gujarat. 
After the death of Aurangzeb or more accurately after second decade of 
eighteenth century disobeying of Imperial orders, confiscation of wealth and property 
of influential people and appointment of men of their choice was practiced copiously 
340b, 346a, 374b, 375a {"Mirat-ul Haqaiq" hereafer); A microfilm of the Manuscript is also 
available in the Research Library, Centre of Advanced Study, Department of History, Aligarh 
Muslim University, Aligarh. ; Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, 136; M.S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, 
pp. 400-445; Ashin Das Gupta, Indian Merchants and the Decline of Surat c. 1700-
1750(Wiesbaed,1979) pp. 147-56; Subramanian Lakshmi, Indigenous Capital and Imperial 
ExpansionSurat, Bombay and The West Coast (New Delhi, 1986), pp. 33-4; Ghulam Ahmad 
Nadri, 'Merchants in Late Mughal Gujarat: Evidence from Two Major Persian Sources', PIHC, 
(Aligarh, 1998), p. 84. 
^^  For some instances of armed resistance offered by the local chieftains and zamindars, see Ali 
Muhammad Khan, Mirat-i Ahmadi, II (ed.) Syed Nawab Ali (Mirat-i Ahamadi, II, hereafter), pp. 
93, 94, 97, 98, 99. 
'^ Mirat-i Ahmadi, transl., p. 426. The Mughal governors levied a tax called Vera or Baiwara on 
Hindus and Muslims alike the tax was collected once or twice a year it was imposed on 
merchandise, houses, and the family members living in a house during the time of Sarbulan Khan. 
Bohras resisted the collection of this tax and organized an agitation against the government. Mirat-
i Ahmadi, II, pp. 106, 163, 192, 193, 113, 116. 
^^  For appointment, power and responsibility, see Syed Ali Nadeem Rezavi, 'The Mutasaddis of 
Surat in the Seventeenth Century', PIHC, 44"^  Session (Burdwan, 1983), pp. 214-220; Farhat 
Hasan, 'The Mutasaddi of Surat- Evidence of Persian Records of the 17* Century', P/HC. 53"^  
Session (Warangal, 1992-93), pp. 276-79. 
by Mughal official. While this practice was sternly prohibited during Aurangzeb"s 
reign. In 1704 the Prince Muhammad Azam Shah made an appointment for the 
Faujdari of Baroda, Sorath and diwani of the Subah on his own. The Emperor 
Aurangzeb reprimanded him, as dismissals and appointments of imperial officers 
were the sole prerogative of the Emperor^^. 
After the accession of Bahadur Shah (Shah Alam 1) Ghazi-ud Din Khan 
Bahadur Firoz Jung was appointed as the Nazim of Gujarat. He was a famous 
Commander-in chief during the reign of Aurangzeb. M.S. Commissariat comments: 
"this appointment again bears out the statement that some of the most illustrious 
names in the history of Mughal Empire in India, under successive sovereigns, were 
connected at some time or other with the province of Gujaraf. However, he reached 
at Ahmedabad in Sepember,I708 but ended within two years when he died in 1710. 
He implemented many retrogressive taxes, which were prohibited by Aurangzeb.He 
inducted levying of cess 'abwab' on food grain, fodder for animals and several other 
commodities takenby merchants to the market. He charged an octroi duty or Money-
till of half a rupee from Muslims and one rupee from Hindus. However, this cess was 
in common practice during earlier period but was not recorded officially. Farhat hasan 
asset that the introduction of new taxesin 1710-11, like levy on cart, duties on 
vegetables, fhiits and ghee by statewas not afresh.Though, they were repeatedly 
declared 'illegal'by the court, continued to be realized as a part of local sytem of 
taxation.^^ It was appropriated by the Nazim, and to execute this Nazim had appointed 
a Karori separate from royal one. However during eighteenth century Nazims 
considered their exclusive rights over it. Subsequently it became an important source 
c- 26 
of mcome. 
Amanat Khan was replaced by Daud Khan Panni (1713-15).He was a general 
during Aurangzeb's reign, a man of courage, great restraint and stem discipline so 
much that he did not allow a single soldier while on march to pluck a bunch of grains 
fi-om the field or a bundle of hay with force and violence. But government and 
administrafion are different matters which lacked in him. An Imperial Farmanwas 
sent for the remittance of duties collected on vegetables, ghee, cotton and several 
Mirat-i Ahmadi, p. 283. 
M.S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., pp. 384-85. 
Farhat, Hasan, State and Locality in Mughal India; Power Relations in Western c. 1572-1730, ( 
Cambridge, 2006), pp. 120-21. 
Mirat-i Ahmadi, transl., pp. 343-44 
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as it was an auxiliary source of income for him. 
Upon the arrival of Haidar Quli Khan, as Nazim of Gujarat, he started to 
confiscate theyag/r given to imperial mansabdars. Hisjagir near Delhi were therefore 
confiscated as a punishment. He also seized the Arab horses that were being sent to 
the royal court and also the wazifas, etc. and started granting 7ag/>5' to the people of 
his choice. In short he displayed all signs of rebellion.'^ ^ According to the author of 
Mirat-i Ahmadi it seems that this noble wanted to break away from the imperial 
control and his subsequent activities also suggest the same. However Emperor was 
repeatedly reported about the immoderate deeds of Haidar Quli Khan. His 
appropriations of the royal stable, escheat of jagirs, actions of self conceit, want of 
submission of royal orders. Nizam-ul Mulk requested for the grant of Ahmedabad's 
Subahdari to him on the recall of Haidar Quli Khan, and his request was acceded 
too.^^ 
However, Haidar Quli Khan was replaced by Nizam-ul Mulk. More often it is 
said that it was Nizam-ul Mulk who heralded the collapse of Mughal power in Gujarat 
when he relinquished the Nizamat of Gujarat and finally departed from Delhi to 
Deccan to establish an independent state of his own around December 1723.^ '^ He 
appointed Hamid Khan as his naib for the Nizamat of Gujarat. 
The rival party at the royal court under the leadership of Burhan-ul Mulk 
appointed Sarbuland Khanas the new Nazim after the departure of Nizam-ul Mulk.'' 
Sarbuland Khan appointed Shuja'at Khan as his naib and entrusted to him the task of 
ousting Hamid Khan. Hamid Khan the deputy of Nizam-ul Mulk sought to establish 
himself some sort of an autonomous ruler and reftised to surrender Nizamat to 
Shuja'at Khan.^ ^ In a fierce battle he defeated Shuja'at Khan and his two brothers 
Ibrahim Quli Khan and Rustam AH Khan successively.^^ Hamid Khan confiscated 
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Ibid., transl., p. 364. 
Ibid., p. 408; W. Irvine, Later Mughals, II, (New Delhi, 1971) pp. 127-30. 
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from various contemporary Persian sources. 
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Shuja'at Khan (Muhammad Masum) and his two brothers Ibrahim Quli Khan and Rustam All 
Khan were Gujarati nobles. They were the favourite officers of Haider Quli Khan. Mirat-i 
Ahmadi, II, 75; W. Irvine, Later Mughals, II, op. cit., p. 167. 
Mirat-ul Haqaiq, f 313; Mirat-i Ahmadi, transl., pp. 439-49; Ma'athir-ul Umara, II, pp. 161-6%; 
Also see M.S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., pp. 410-23; Idem, Studies in the 
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their properties.^ "* He arrogated the government lands and arrears of revenue. He took 
forcible possession of eighty thousand rupees from the treasury and of the cloths 
made especially for the Emperor which were in the charge of Shaikh-ul Islam Khan. 
He emptied all the royal factories.^^He managed to get rid of the royal servants. 
assignments and expelled the landowners and resumed their mahals which he 
distributed among the men of his choice^^. The a'imma and holder of madad-i ma 'ash 
grants left the city and went away to settle in various parts of the province . He was 
all powerful to impost the revenues. The old volume of records and revenue 
exchequer became worthless. He seized the Khalsa lands. Since this time the 
process of Mughal decline took a different turn in the region. Nizam-ul Mulk took 
parganas of Dholka, Broach, Jambusar, Maqbulabad, and Bulsar as his unconditional 
jagir, as they were fertile and arable.•^ ^ 
The above instances indicate that how the established system of Mughal 
administration was being disregarded by the powerfiil sections of the nobility leading 
to the arbitrariness in the functioning of the Mughal administration in the Subah. After 
Aurangzeb's death these problems got aggravated. While during his time Aurangzeb 
reprimanded his son and Nazim of the Subah of Gujarat for making appointments to 
the imperial offices. 
The Nazims from Hamid Khan to Abhay Singh adopted the policy of 
repression and forceful exactions, overcharged the inhabitants of Ahmedabad. the 
trading communities and particularly the silk and iron merchants were hard hit by 
their policy of repression, loot and lucre. These Nazims did what they liked. 
Mercantile property in Ahmedabad became highly insecure in second quarter of 
eighteenth century. Merchants, bankers and brokers were subjected to official 
confiscation on a large scale. They extorted huge amount from the NagarsethYxkQ 
Khushal Chand and Gangadas and reduced them to the brink of bankruptcy. Hamid 
Khan held for himself all the money of treasury and levied taxes on all classes of 
History of Gujarat, op. cit., p. XVI; W. Irvine, Later Mughals, II, op. cit., pp. 176-83; Gujarat 
State Gazetteer Sural District (revised edition, 1962), pp. 134-35. 
Hamid Khan sent some persons to the house of Shuja'at Khan and Ibrahim Quli Khan to confiscate 
movable and immovable property. They arrested their servants, imprisoned them, and took fines. 
He appropriated gold and silver of the treasury and articles of government factories. See Mirat-i 
Ahmadi, transl., p. 426 
" M.S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 416 
^^  Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, pp. 45, 64, 131, 141. 
" /fe/c/.,p. 140. 
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people of every trade and handicraft. Khushal Chand the nagarsethwas arrested and 
released. Hamid Khan repeatedly forced the mercantile community paying 100% 
more in export duties. Shroffs and merchants compelled to flight from the accursed 
city of Ahmedabad because of the fear of extortion by Hamid Khan.'*''His agents 
imposed a levy of 5% on every house in Cambay. He ordered to catch hold of 50 head 
shroffs and merchants in Cambay and appointed two officers and 130 horses (soldiers) 
and obtained a promise from them for payment of Rs. one lakh and fifty thousand 
rupees. He also charged cess @ 12 rupees per house."*' Hamid Khan's reign in Gujarat 
was a reign of terror. 
It was Khushal Chand the Nagarsethv/ho paid the ransom from his own 
money and saved the city of Ahmedabad from a great havoc by Hamid Khan. For this 
act the mahajans had resolved to pay four annas on every hundred rupees worth of 
good on all commodities entering or leaving the city."*^  
Hamid Khanwas succeeded by Sarbuland Khan in 1725,'*^ but the position 
only became worse. Though, h has been held that Sarbuland Khan was an excellent 
officer, unlike Hamid Khan, he refiased to deal with the Maratha forces. Initially he 
was successful to settle the country. He appointed officers in parganas to stop 
plundering and tried to establish a powerftil government and provide peace and 
security to the inhabitants. He not only withstands Maratha attacks but also forced 
various tributary chiefs and refractory Kolis for revenue with much trouble. 
But Daldas and others who saw him, says that there was no difference 
between them. Perhaps Sarbuland had the edge in villainy as he was the abler of the 
two. Men are being arrested for no crimes at all and everyone is afraid. In his letters 
written in 1728 Purushottamdas' son Daaldas noted Sarbuland Khan's misdeeds. 
Writing in the month of November Daldas noted the Sarbuland Khan arrested a 
printer of cloths, of the name of Tulsi from the outer suburbs, although he was totally 
40 Ashin Das Gupta, 'Trade and Politics in 18th Century India', in D. S. Richards (ed.) Islam and the 
Trade of Asia, (Oxford, 1970), pp. 181-214. 
M.S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 419. 
Khushalchand, grandson of Shantidas Jawahari, was the Nagarseth or chief of trade guilds to 
whom the Mahajans gave four annas per Rs. 100 on all goods that were brought in and carried 
from the city. See for details M.S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., pp. 420-23. He 
greatly discussed the whole episode held on 8"" October 1725. He provides the name of the 
Mahajans who make the sign. He also provides the text of the instrument in Guajarati in favour of 
Khushal Chand, the Nagarseth, by the Mahajans of Ahmedabad. 
Ma'athir-ul Umara, II, pp.767-68. 
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innocent of any crime was fined the improbable sum of fifty thousand rupee. He was 
to rot in the jail till somehow the money was paid. 
Khushalchan Jauhari was not in good relation with Sarbuland Khan, and 
Gangadas was tortured by Abhay Singh and his deputy. Ahmad, a Bohra leader who 
had been instrumental in getting Seth Gangadas mulcted, actively helped and 
cooperated with the Ratan Singh in his illegal fines and exactions.'*'' 
Sarbuland Khan was always in need of money. His soldiers fiercely 
remonstrated for payment of arrears; they forced the diwan to issue parwanas in the 
names of the shopkeepers and merchants of the city. They persecuted the merchants 
and executed heavy amounts from them.'*^ He forced the parganas to pay in excess 
than the fixed revenue he imposed illegal impost on the traders and craftsmen of 
Ahmedabad. They were taxed twice per year per house. He imprisoned Nagarseth 
Khushal Chand and released only after the payment of Rs. 60,000.''^Owing to the 
exactions of Sarbuland Khan SethKhushal Chand, the hereditary Nagarsethof 
Ahmedabad, had for some time been reside in Delhi and return only after the 
departure of Sarbuland Khan in 1732. 
In Saurashtra he fined Arjunsimha, chief of Wadhwan, of Rs 3 lakhs in 
addition to tribute. In 1729 he pillaged and looted the town of Madhavpur. The ruler 
of Kutch was ready to pay 10 lakhs ofmahmudis but Sarbuland Khan demanded more 
and tried to invade Kutch but was opposed. 
In 1729 Sarbuland Khan imposed a levy on Hindus and Bohras of 
Ahmedabad. The Bohras refused to pay 1/3 share of the levy under the leadership of 
Sheikh Abdullah when Sarbuland khan was thinking to remit the levy from Bohras 
they demanded that Hindus' share also be given up and Sarbuland Khan should leave 
the city. Nazimsent his soldiers to punish them. In the fight some Bohras were killed 
and leaders were arrested and made to pay double the levy."*^  
Sarbuland Khan was enforced to accept the demand of Marathas preventing 
devastation and ruin of the country. However, on 23 March 1729 Peshwa Bajirao was 
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given the right to levy Sardeshmukhf^of entire revenue both from land and customs 
excepting that from Surat port and the district, together with the chauth'^'^ from the 
same source and (5%) revenue of the city of Ahmedabad. In bargain Peshwa agreed to 
maintain 2500 horses to keep peace in the province and secure from any other 
disturbance. 
The tribute given to Marathas by Nazim Sarbuland Khan was highly 
disapproved by the Emperor of Delhi and he was replaced by Maharaja Abhay Singh 
of Jodhpur as the Nazim of Gujarat. It is held that if Sarbuland Khan was supported by 
the Mughal Emperor he was capable to drive out all the disturbances from the 
province of Gujarat and provide stability to the Mughal administration that was on its 
decline. Repeated complaints against him were received by Emperor in respect of 
illegal exactions such as biwarah, fine, capture and ransom money from ryots 
(common people/folk).^° The Emperor's purpose was also not fulfilled of freeing 
Gujarat from Maratha interference especially from Pilaji. So he replaced Sarbuland 
Khan by Abhay Singh^' as Nazim of Gujarat.^ 
This new Nazim aimed at restoring confidence." But the fact was that once the 
arrow departed from the bow its go further fi-om the bow every time. Truly the system 
was broken and now the effort of an individual was not enough to weld it. He was 
also guilty of similar oppression in province.^'' The period of this Marwari Nazim was 
no better than the other Muslim Nazims of IS"' century Gujarat. Maharaja forcibly 
imposed a fine of nine lakhs of rupees on Seth Gangadas and other silk 
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merchants. The Marwari officials adopted repressive measures and exacted money 
from rich and poor. Merchant Prince like Khushal ChandNagarsethand Ganga Das 
etc. were maltreated and arrested under false charges of extorting money. The silk 
manufacturers of Ahmedabad were heavily taxed and the industry was on the ruin. 
During the 1736 the policy of repression against merchant community was in full 
swing and taxes were levied under one or another pretext. 
Ratan Singh Bhandari and Momin Khan concocted a false Farman from the 
Emperor for the arrest of Gangadas and for putting him in chains for having 
cooperated with Sarbuland Khan in his exactions. When Seth claimed the Nazim's 
protection in terms of the guarantee he was told that no such bond could prevail 
against the express orders of the Emperor. He and his relatives and leading members 
of the trade were thereupon taken into custody and their shops and factories full of 
rich and costly fabrics were put under seal. It was only after securing nine lakhs of 
rupees they were released. 
On his return to Ahmedabad after the abortive seize of Viramgam, Ratan 
Singh Bhandari redoubled his efforts at imposing fines, and exactions on the people to 
recoup the expenditure incurred there. This heavy exaction led to the closing down of 
a large number of silk factories in the city. Involving large number of unemployment 
and trashed too many skilled artificers and craftsmen. 
As earlier Nazims he also committed the same mistake. However, he was 
removed from the Nizamat after the repeated complaint of Momin Khan about the 
misdeeds of Marwari officials such as the confiscation of people's goods, the digging 
of houses for buried treasure of Shaikh-ul Islam's house etc. and the repression of the 
rich persons. The Maharaja was not able to check the misdeeds in spite of repeated 
instruction from the Emperor and consequently replaced by Momin Khan on 10 May 
1736.^ ^ 
The way for Momin Khan was not easy. There was great anarchy and chaos in 
the province. Marwaris and Kolis took away any thing they considered valuable. 
Momin Khan sought the cooperation on promise of half of the revenue of entire 
province of Gujarat to Rangoji except the city of Ahmedabad, Haveli Pargana, and 
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town and port of Cambay. Later on Momin Khan agreed for half of the revenues of 
entire province due to fear of alliance between Ratan Singh Bhandari and Damaji. As 
soon as Momin Khan established himself he also started to extract huge amount from 
the citizens, merchants and silk artisans. 
In 1738 Momin Khan collected one lakh rupees by re imposing vera at 
Ahmedabad. This tax was collected with high handedness. When Rangoji did not 
received the share from this tax so he also collected it from the citizens for the next 
time." 
Fida-ud Din Khan and Muftakhir Khan along with Rangoji conspired and 
compelled Khushalchan of Ahmedabad and Balidas of Nadiad to pay hundred rupees 
daily as ransom. Fida-ud Din Khan tried his level best to extort money from rich 
merchants. Like Nazims of Ahmedabad the Mutasaddis of Surat also exacted heavy 
ransom from various segment of society. 
In 1712 Amanat Khan the Mutasaddioi Smoi subjected so many aggravations 
and imposed heavy exactions on the English factory that the English factory withdrew 
from Suratand for next three years their factory was closed. When Emperor prohibited 
the governor of Surat from placing impediments in the way of English trade, they 
returned in 1716 to Surat. 
Haidar Quli Khan, the Mutasaddi of Surat (1716-1718),^^ confiscated the 
property of MuUa Abdul Ghafur estimated at Rs. 85 lakhs. His son Abdul Hai, 
however, went to the court and secured the parwana for the restoration of his estate. 
Rustam AH Khan was appointed as the Mutasaddiof Surat in 1723 and within a short 
period of two years (1723-25) this governor oppressed all the merchants who dealt 
with the English due to his vexation with English. 
Soharab Khan replaced Rutam Ali Khan as the governor of Surat in 1725. In the 
beginning the new governor ruled with more justice and tried to induce an atmosphere 
of affluence and prosperity and ordered their wrong to be redressed. But soon after he 
also returned to a course of oppression and hardships. Sohrab Ali Khan on realizing 
that his revenues were not sufficient to go round among his courtiers, his soldiers and 
his voracious vakil in Delhi, he started demanding ready cash from the merchants in 
the town. 
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On 4 January 1730 Sohrab Ali Khan exacted Rs. 22,000 unminted bullion 
from the shroffs of the mint by force. On 21 March 1730 he fined Rs. 700 to a Khatri 
merchant Rajaram, but was not told what his fault was. His atrocities admit merchants 
other than Surat as well. Sohab Khan fastened all properties of Khoja Saffer, an 
Armenian merchant, after his death on 10 May 1730. He fined a Muslim merchant Rs. 
6,000 for having relations with 'girls of pleasure'. He fined a Bohra merchant Rs. 1700 
for dishonest dealings. Futtechand, a pearl broker, was forced to leave Surat because 
of his oppressive policies. Futtechand, designed to live upon Bombay to avoid the 
oppressions of this governor who has lately treated him very roughly, besides taking 
from him a considerable sum of money. He imprisoned many influential merchants, 
brokers and bankers and refrained all type of business. His forceful exactions from 
Dutch and English constrained them to join against Sohrab Khan which resulted in the 
Sohrab Khan's flight and accession of Tegh Beg Khan as Mutasaddi of Surat.^ ^ 
After the appointment of Tegh Beg Khan as the Mutasaddi of Surat in 1733, 
he maintained an unbroken control over the city for next 13 years. Tegh Beg Khan 
discarded the old designation of Mutasaddi or clerk of the crown and adopted in its 
stead the higher title of viceroy or 'Nawab' for him. He is considered the first Nawah 
of Surat.^° He confiscated movable and immovable properties of Rustam Ali Khan^'. 
He improved the financial condition of Surat by making arrangements. He compelled 
the Marathas for the share in the revenue derived from the lands once under Surat^'. 
He evaded the payment of £30,000 subsidy to the Siddi admirals of the fleet and 
refused as long as he could to pay off his debts to the company. 
However, his repressive policies were not less in execution. He treated very 
harshly to persons and property of Mulla Muhammad Ali. He arrested Mahmud Araf 
and Mahmud Sayad advisors of Mulla Muhammad Husain^^who had been his father's 
close business associates. He also arrested Rajaram and Jeddaram who had been 
brokers of Muhammad Ali and charged them. Mulla Muhammad Husain had paid Rs. 
80,000 to get them released. Sixty bag of treasure which one of Muhammad .Ali's 
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ships had fetched from Mocha were seized and appropriated. The main family 
residence in the town was sealed and all property in it confiscated. All fortification at 
Athawa was, of course, totally destroyed.^^'Mulla Muhammad Husain obtained 
permission to stay in the only building left at Athawa but that to not for any long 
time.^ ^ 
He oppressed merchants and traders by imposing new custom duties and taxes. 
In 1735 in addition to the existing custom dues Tegh Beg Khan introduce a tax on 
trades and professions. He further imposes new duties on all goods passing through 
Surat. These new taxes exacted by Tegh Beg Khan yielded enough money to engage 
troops and pay in struggle for power. Tegh Beg Khan compelled the Gaekwad to 
make him an annual assignment of rupees two lakhs and thirty six thousand rupees. 
The demeanor of revenue collectors was very abrasive. As they spent 
considerable amounts at the court to obtain the right of revenue collection, they 
become very scourge at the time of exaction with the revenue paying peasantry. As 
the ijaradars were not sure that they will be given this office again in next, they seize 
the share of state and peasants both. Even there was a fear of the selling of peasant's 
bullocks and carts. 
"Many parganas and townships which used to produce good revenues owing 
to the oppression of these officials being so far ruined and devastated that they have 
become forest infested by tigers and lions and the villages are utterly ruined and 
desolate that there is no sign of habitation on the routes."^^ 
Sohrab Khan took to farming out whatever office he could in town for 
exorbitant sums all of which of course ultimately paid by the citizens. It was in fact 
believed in the town that governor had recently poisoned one of his principal officers 
in order to sell his office.^ ^ 
Shah Wali-ul Lah (1703-62) a contemporary theologian and writer in Delhi 
thought that "the ruin of the countries (or tovra)"in his age was due to "strain on the 
treasury from maintaing a large class of idlers".The second cause, he further says that 
"is the imposition of heavy taxes on the peasants, merchants and artisans and then the 
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oppression inflicted upon them as a result of which the submissive ones flee and are 
destroyed and those who have got the power rise in the rebellion".^* 
These illegal impost and exactions caused for unpopularity of Mughal Nazims 
and officials among the people of Gujarat and they became uncooperative with the 
administration, which resulted in the decline of Mughal Empire from this beauteous 
province. 
Rule through Deputies 
The absence of appointed Nazims and rule through deputies was not a new 
trend. But it was excess in practice during my period of study. This was because of 
holding many offices by a single person. In 1714 Momin Khan was appointed as the 
Mutasaddi of Surat, Faujadar of Baroda, and Parganaof Petlad, Dholka, Broach and 
Nadiad^^ Nahir Khan was appointed as the Diwan of the Subah, Darogha and Karori 
of Katha Parcha, offices of Octroi duties, Amin of the arrears of the revenues of 
Ahmedabad,Faujdar of Petlad Pargana and Dholka. RuhuUah Khan was given the 
Naib Diwani. Haidar Quli Khan held simultaneous charges of provincial Diwan. 
Mutasaddi of Surat, Mutasaddi of Cambay, Diwani of Khalsa lands, Faujdari of 
Baroda, Nandod, Arhar Matar, and Forest of Haveli Pargana of Ahmedabad etc.^ ^In 
1716, the Faujdari of Sorath (Saurashtra) also was given to Haidar Quli Khan on 
thetransfer of Kunvar Abhay Singh, the son of Ajit Singh.^' In 1717 Sayyid brothers 
were getting strong in Deccan and Gujarat to check their progress Haider Quli Khan 
was given the Diwani of Gujarat along with several other important offices. It is 
reported that he showed an increasement in the revenues of port of Surat as well as 
khalasa lands. It is expected that he was not in favour of ijaradari as the sources 
shows the Ijaradars of the region were upset to him.^^Again in 1721 Haidar Quli 
Khan was appointed the Faujdar of Kadi, Patta Chunawal, Pargana of Halwad. 
Thanadari of Tharad, Rajanpur, Bhimubi, Pethapur and Kheralu in addition to the 
Diwani and Nizamat of Gujarat, his relative Sher-ud Din Khan was appointed the 
Bakshi and Waqa-i NawaisP 
In 1718 a royal order was issued to the Diwans of all the Subah to the effect 
that any servant who was not present in his place of service and has appointed a 
*' Irfan Habib, op.cit., p. 329 
^' Mirat-i Ahmadi, transl., p. 36\ 
'" Ibid, p. 367; M.S. Commissarit, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 391 
''' M.S. Commissarit, Historyof Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 391 
^^  Ma'thir-ulUmara, I, pp. 600-01 
" Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, p. 404 
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Gumashta instead was to be removed from the service. During the Wizarat of Nizam-
ul Mulk attempts were made tighten the reins of administration in provinces. But, he 
himself, upon his arrival in the region in 1723 to drive away Haidar Quli Khan 
appointed Hamid Khan (his uncle) as his naib, to take charge of the Subah. 
Many times these officers have resigned from their respective post but still 
they instructed their naibs to hold the office and determined not to leave before use oi' 
arms. Nizam-ul Mulk and Maharaja Abhay Singh left their post in 1723 and 1733 
respectively but the province of Gujarat was still in the control of their deputies. 
Hamid Khan, deputy of Nizam-ul Mulk ruled up to 1725 and Ratan Singh Bhandari 
deputy of Abhay Singh left the province only after seize of Ahmedabad in 1737 by 
Momin Khan and Rangoji. The atrochies of these two deputies proved very disastrous 
for the Mughal Empire in Gujarat. The author of Mirat-i Ahmadi says: "From the time 
of Hamid Khan the local term vero for the illegal impost became familiar in Gujarat 
and that this policy was followed by successive Nazims". 
The period also seen worse condition when post was purchased and forged 
appointment was also made. Nasir Jung who was rising in rebellion against his father 
Nizam-ul-Mulk around 1742 appointed Abdul Aziz Khan as the governor of Gujarat 
with authority over Surat. He also got an imperial order confirming his appointment 
by a forged document. Abdul Aziz Khan appointed Jawan Mard Khan Babi as his 
deputy to rule Gujarat till his arrival in the province.^ And a serious misfortune befell 
on Fida-ud-Din Khan and Muftakhir Khan thereupon the troops became clamorous 
for their pay and placed the two Nazims under arrest. They were however eventually 
released and both departed Fida-ud Din for Agra and Muftakhir Khan for Cambay. 
Mainly it was the interest of the nobles (umrah) at the imperial court; their 
manipulation in controlling the Subah through deputies; the percolation of imperial 
factional fight to the level of Subah officials and their subsequent infighting, regular 
invasion by the Marathas and failure on the part of Mughal officers to control them 
etc. contributed to weakening of the Mughal administrative mechanism in Gujarat 
leading eventual to the disintegration of the Mughal administration in Gujarat. 
As single person held many offices during the time had necessitated the 
practice of ijara. Such a person had to appoint his naib to look after the duties of his 
For Abhay Singh, see M. S. Commissariat, Hstory of Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 436; and for Nizam-ul 
Mulk. Ibid. pp. 410-11 
Mirat-i Ahmadi,Xransl., 435; W. Irvine, Later Mughals, II, op. cit., pp. 173-75 
M. S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., pp. 488-89; Gaekwads of Baroda, Vol 1, p. 48. 
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office that he was unable to supervise personally. The naibs held the charge on 
ijara.Mirat-ul Haqaiq contains useful information on ijaradari (farming of offices) 
during the eighteenth century. Inl719, for instance, Amir-ul Umrah Husain Ali Khan 
was appointed as Mutasaddi of Surat, who in turn formed out the office to one 
Sheikh-ul Islam on the payment of 7 lakhs of rupees and made him his naibJ'' Rustam 
Ali Khan similarly paid 10 lakhs for the office of the Mutasaddioi Surat.^ * Sher Khan 
Babi was similarly given the ijara of the Faujdari of Junagarh in 1730 for Rs. 80,000. 
Momin Khan I gave ijara of the post of naib Mutasaddiof the port of Camba\, to 
Fida-ud Din Khan along with the ijara of Chorasi Pargana. 
Sometimes these ijaradars finding favourable conditions entrenched 
themselves locally. As we see in the case of Sher Khan Babi, by virtue of having held 
the ijara of Junagarh for many years was recalled at the instance of the ryots 
(common people/folk) of the region to replace Hizabar Khan as the Faujdar of 
Junagarh. Sher Khan was responsible for establishing the ^Babi NawabV at Junagarh. 
Similarly Jawan Mard Khan, the Faujdar of Patau, held the ijara of Patau, Vijapur, 
Kheralu and other places. He laid the foundation of Nawabi of Radhanpur. Momin 
Khan the Faujdar of Cambay held the ijara of parganasof Cambay, Petlad, Arhar 
Matar, and other areas around Cambay. He later established the Nawabi of Cambay. 
Rustam Ali Khan was given the ijara of peshkash from the smaller Wanta holders on 
the river Vatrak and Mundah. With the rise of Shuja'at Khan as the naib Nazim in 
the Subah he was given the ijara of Dholka, Haveli Pargana Ahmedabad, Broach. 
Q I 
Jambusar, Maqbulanbad, Bulsar and Kadi Pargana. 
Aspiricity of independence 
The constant holing of the post by any officer aspired him to declare 
independent from Mughal authority. It is largely held in eighteenth century. During 
this period Mughal power was on the way of decline due to controversies in court 
politics and economic crisis. But the aspiricity of independence among various 
nobles of Empire is equally responsible for this devastation. 
Nizam-ul Mulk Asaf Jah, Raja Jai Singh Sawai, Murshid Quli Khan and 
Saadat Khan Burhan-ul Mulk all were establishing a 'Successive State' of their own 
Mirat-ul Hagaig.f. 149a. 
'* Ibid, f. 269a 
Mirat-i Ahmadi, transl., p. 482. 
'" Ibid, p. 412. 
" Ibid, p. 416 
82 
Irvine, Later Mughals, I, op. cit., 272-75; M.S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 385. 
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control. The impact of these aroused the daring hopes of ambitious chieftains and 
military adventurers to carve out independent principalities in nearly all the provinces 
of the Mughal Empire. In this connection the emergence of a large number of petty 
states in Gujarat witnessed during the eighteenth century. 
By this time one can see the rise of new generation of Faujdars who were 
localized and distinguish themselves in various offices of the Subah. The fact that 
they held ijara of various parganas only gave them greater scope to entrench 
themselves in the Subah. In the last days of Aurangzeb when the imperial authority 
had begun to wilt it freed the Faujdar from the only authority like to check him 
namely the Subahdar of Ahmedabad. It opened thus the way to dynastic ambitions as 
in Cambay, Palanpur and Junagarh. Mughal nobles were now on their way to 
establish defacto lineal claims on the areas under their control. Mughal officers 
wanted to establish an independent Nawabdom (Muslim principality) of his own. 
Nawnagar, soon after the death of Aurangzeb became independent. In plains 
of Gujarat few Muslim officials and nobles carved out Nawabdoms in certain small 
tracts such as Broach, Cambay, Surat, Junagarh, Balasinor, Palanpur and Radhanpur 
and they were paying tribute to one or other Maratha group. The remaining plains of 
Gujarat came under the direct authority of the Marathas while the Rajput Princes in 
Saurashtra, Kutch and high land Gujarat maintained their position by paying tribute to 
which ever Maratha group could extract it. 
The Nawabs of Broach established their short-lived authority in the last days 
of the Mughal Empire in Gujarat. After Hamid Khan's exit, Sarbuland Khan ascended 
as the new Nazim of Gujarat. He appointed Husain-ud Din as Faujdar of Baroda and 
some others at Broach, Jambuasr and Maqbulabad.^^ It is quite possible that this 
appointment of Broach might have been of Mirza Abdullah Beg. The year of this 
appointment as given in reported to John Morely, resident at Broach in 1772, was 
1728.*'' After arrival Abhay Singh, the new Nazim, he appointed Saiyyid Azamat-ul 
Lah Khan of Barha as the Faujdar of Baroda, Dabhoi and Broach.*^ Abdulla Khan 
looked towards Nizam-ul Mulk, as Broach was the personalya^/r of Nizam-ul Mulk.**^  
Even after Nizam's withdrawl from the imperial capital \i\sjagir were not confiscated 
since he was appointed the Nazimof Gujarat had continued to stand on his name. 
" Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, pp. 54-55 & 89 
J.H. Gense and D.R. Banaji, Gaekwads of Baroda, II (Bombay, Published between 1935-45), p.76 
Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, p. 119 
'* Ibid, p. 485 
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Nizam had no difficulty to acceding to Faujdar's wishes and taking him under his 
wing. He was given the necessary sanad and other documents and held Broach hence 
forward for the Nizam as his Faujda. The link with the Nizam thus made Abdullah 
Beg free of Ahmedabad. He was the founder of the short lived Nawabship of that 
district. After removal of Gaekwad's representative he managed to get the submission 
of the troops holding the town and became its defacto master. But Pilaji Gaekwad's 
term agreed by Nizam to the revenues of Broach were to be shared equally between 
the ''Faujdar" and the Gaekwads. Though the Nawabi of Broach was well formed by 
Mirza Abdullah Beg, but the formal sanad for the Nawabi was obtained from the 
court much later. His son (Nek Alam Khan II /Nek Nam Khan II) became the first 
independent Nawab of Broach. The port city of Surat practically, became 
independent under the governorship of Tegh Beg Khan (1733-46) and it continued to 
enjoy its freedom for next 26 years when English captured it in 1759. Out of this the 
first 13 years Tegh Beg Khan maintained an unbroken control over the city but after 
Teg Beg Khan's death in 1746 there was a fierce contest among various aspirants of 
political power characterized by a hectic scramble to form alliance and mobilize 
support from various quarters. Next 13 years was a period of disaster and dispute and 
Surat engulfed in civil war between his successors like Safdar Khan and Miya 
Acchan. 
The relation between Tegh Beg Khan and English were little aftered during 
1736 to 1746. With the accession of Tegh Beg Khan the whole control of Suart affairs 
was in the hands of Tegh Beg Khan's family. He was governor of Surat, his second 
brother Beglar Khan Commandant of the castle and third Brother Ghulam Mahmud 
(Safdar Khan) naib or deputy Nawab entrusted him police and other affairs.^" 
Although Cambay was not independent it was marks out as a Momin Khan's 
personal sphere from around 1730s as seen in the terms of agreement reached 
87 
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Ibid, p. 135-36 
Broach was a privateyag/V of Nizam-ul Mulk of Deccan. Abdullah Khan (title Nek Alam Khan) 
received it from him around 1736 succeed by his son, Mirza Beg, 1738, third son who died in three 
months 1752, grandson Mirza Ahmad Beg 1754 and his son Mazad Khan 1768, deposed by the 
English on the 18* November 1772. See Edalji Dosabhai, A History ofGujarat-From the earliest 
period to the present time, op. cit., pp. 162-63 
M. S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 443. 
Beglar Khan is also known as Azarat Khan. Gujarat State Gazetteer Surat District, op. cit., p. 147 
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between Rangoji and Momin Khan in sharing of the Subah. ' However his son 
Momin Khan II became the independent Nawab of Cambay. ^ 
The Nawabi of Junagarh was formed by Sher Khan Babi in 1747.'^ ^The 
Mughal authority in the peninsula started declining early in the century. This was 
largely unchecked due to preoccupations of the officers with the mainland. The 
authority of the Faujdar of Sorath came to be confined to the area called New 
Sorath.^ '* Ghogha was then ajagir town of babi family, but subsequently fell to the 
share of the Peshwa, when Ahmedabad finally taken by Marathas in 1758. 
Jarwan Mard Khan (1744-53) was the first Nawab of Radhanpur and Sardar 
Muhammad Khan laid the foundation of Balasinor. The states of Baroda were 
founded by Pilajirao Gaekwad. Dabhoi, Champaner, Viramgam etc had already fallen 
under the Maratha control. By 1727 the Faujdars enfirely lost control of the thanas. 
The Thanas of Mangrol, Kutiana, Una-Delwada, Sutrapada, Somnath-Patan etc. 
became independent.'^ 
A few Koli leaders also took advantage of political instability and carved out 
petty principalities for themselves The Gohal chiefs of Sihor (a small chieftain to the 
South East of the peninsula) setup his independent rule in 1723 and built the city of 
Bhavnagar. Rai Singh Jhela (1730-45) constructed a port at Dhran Gadhra and made it 
a capital of his state. Anand Singh brother of Maharaja Abhay Singh established the 
rathor rule at Idar. 
Bhavnagar was established by Bhavsingh Ji in 1723. When the English 
superseded the Siddis in 1756 in the command of the Surat castle, Bhavsingh ji 
secured their assistance on the same terms. He raised Bhavnagar from being only a 
small chieftainship into a principality of considerable importance his successors also 
encouraged the trade by every means in their power. Some of them known as "Native 
States" survived the British conquest and continued to exist till the recent merger. 
These chieftains, nobles and officials expanded their sphere of activity in the 
course of the century and became decisive in new power structure in their respective 
92 
95 
M. S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 460. Momin Khan retains the Cambav port 
and town from sharing with Rangoji. 
Ibid., II, p. 460. Momin Khan II was the last Mughal viceroy of Ahmedabad, and he became the 
first independent Nawab of Cambay (1747-83). 
Sher Khan Babi was son of Salabat Muhammad Khan Babi. His titled was Bahadur Khan formed 
the Junagadh Nawabi in peninsular Gujarat in 1747. 
M. S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 433 
Ibid., p. 433 
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localities. And thus by 1740 the last vestige of the effective Mughal authority was 
completely lost and a new power structure was taking its place. 
The weakness of the Mughal authority both in the centre and province 
(Gujarat) and independent nature of several nobles gave an encouragement to the 
Marathas to fulfil their desires. By 1720s the Marathas, who had already made their 
entrance by attacks of Shivaji and Dhana Jadhav, stated constant incursion in 
Southern part of Gujarat. 
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CHAPTER TWO 
MARATHA ENTRANCE IN GUJARAT 
Constant incursions 
The constant Maratha incursions under its various generals and commanders 
proved very disastrous to the social, commercial and political establishment of 
Gujarat.^ ^ The Marathas has begun to conduct military expeditions to Gujarat even 
during the reign of Aurangzeb, but they changed their policy of Military expedition by 
1730and started to occupy more and more territories and tried to establish their 
political hold in the province of Gujarat by replacing the mighty Mughals.^' And soon 
their pervasive presence was feh by their occupation of Dabhoi, Baroda, Champaner, 
Viramgam, and settlement of regular Chauth in Broach, Cambay, and Surat. With the 
Maratha taking over of larger territories in the region, they introduced the 
KamavisdarP^sysXism. KhandanmsLS another important arrangement to improve 
financial condition. 
It is largely held that Shivajis's two successful attacks bred the Maratha 
establishment in Gujarat. These two attacks shown Mughal weakness and push them 
towards to bankruptcy. In his first attack of 1664, three full days the city of Surat was 
plundered and burnt down. The loot consisted of Rs. 20 to 25 lakhs of one day alone. 
The Marathas take over ample valuable items such as pearls, with many other jewels, 
rubies, diamonds and emeralds from the affluent merchants of the province like Virji 
Vora, Haji Zahid Beg and Haji Qasim. While in second attack of 1670 the English 
factors fled to Swali Marine along with their goods to escape devastations. Interesting 
enough that most of the Mughal officers too take flight from the city and the Shah 
Bandar, Qazi and some eminent merchants sought protection from the English. 
96 For details of the Maratha incursions into Gujarat in the early decades of the 18* century, see V.G. 
Dighe: PeshwaBaji Rao I and Maratha Expansion, (1944), pp. 20-30. 
A. M. Shah, 'Political System in Eighteenth Century Gujarat', op. cit., p. 87. The Marathas had 
begun to conduct military expeditions to Gujarat even during the reign of Aurangzeb, but the\ 
began to make territorial conquests only from about 1730, when Pilaji Gaekwad assumed the 
leadership of the Maratha camp in Gujarat. By 1758 they replaced the Mughals as supreme power 
in Gujarat. 
It was an institutional form of ijara 
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Jadunath Sarkar estimates Shivaji's gain from his first sack of Surat 1664 at 
99 
over one crore of rupees . He carried with him a very large booty when he again 
plundered Surat in 1670. 
Krishnaji Anant Sabhasad a contemporary chronicler of Shivaji estimates the 
total gains of Shivaji from his two raids at five crore of hons which would come about 
one crore seventy five lakhs of rupees at the currency rates prevalent at that time.'°** 
M. S. Commissariat denotes that 'the two successful sacks of the wealthy 
emporium of Surat by Shivaji in 1664 and 1670 are an indication of the decline of its 
military strength and efficiency. The doom of the empire in Gujarat was sealed and 
the small black cloud of the first Maratha invasion of Gujarat under Dhanaji Jadhav 
which cast its shadow on the province in cursor of many others which within half a 
century over spread the sky and poured destruction on the Mughal Imperial sway after 
it had lasted for about one hundred eighty five years in the province.'^' 
As soon as Prince Azam Tara departed from Gujarat a body of 15000 
Marathas under Dhanaji Jadhav invaded South Gujarat and defeated the local Mughal 
officers twice. "^ ^ The battles were fought near Ratanpur (in Rajpipla) and near Baba 
Piara's ford on the bank oiNarmada in 1706, caused a destruction of men and money 
from the side of Mughals and laid waste of the country. Many mansabdars ot 
repute were either killed or were taken hostage. No strong Nazim was present at this 
time in the region to resist the Marathas. The Marathas were generally successful and 
gained a considerable booty by plundering the Mughal camps and by exacting heavy 
ransom from the officers whom had taken prisoner. During the second short and 
decisive encounter Khwaja Abdul Hamid Khan and Nazar Ali Khan were made 
prisoners. These officials freed from Marathas after paying ransom. Khwaja Abdul 
Hamid Khan the Diwan and Naib Nazim was enforced to pay a sum of Rs. 3 lakhs for 
"^ A. R. Kulkami, Maharashtra in the Age of Shivaji, (Poona, 1969), p. 130;Makrand Mehta, Indian 
Merchants and Entrepreneurs in Historical Perspective with Special References to Shroffs of 
Gujarat I ?"' to 19"' Centuries (Delhi, 1991) p. 46 
'"*' hon's value varied between rupees 2 "^  and rupees 3 "^' in Shivaji's time. See A. R. Kulkami, 
Maharashtra in the Age of Shivaji, op. cit., pp. 130, 170, 140; Also see Makrand Mehta, Indian 
Merchants and Entrepreneurs in Historical Perspective with Special References to Shroffs of 
Gujarat 1?"' to 19" Centuries, op. cit., p. 46 
'*" M.S. Commissariat, Studies in the History of Gujarat, op. cit., pp. xxii-iii 
'°^ Safdar Khan Babi, (the ancestor of famous Babi family named Sher Khan first arrived in Gujarat 
during the reign of Shah Jahan, when he was appointed Thanadar of Chunawal) led the Mughal 
army to the Narbada to oppose the invasion of Dhana Jadhav. But he was defeated at the battle of 
Ratanpur and take prisoner along with his two sons Salabat Muammad Khan and Jawan Mard 
Khan (Sr.) M.S. Commissariat, Histoty of Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 432. 
'"^  On 4* March 1706 the raw newly recruited soldiers were utterly routed. S.B. Rajyagor & P.N. 
Chopra (eds.). History of Gujarat, op. cit., p. 282 
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his release.'°'* Abdul Hamid Khan was not able to pay the full amount so he left his 
two nephews with Marathas as a security for the balance.M. S. Commissariat explains 
'it was the first Maratha attack in Gujarat heralded the downfall of Mughal sway in 
theprovince'.'^^ 
Martha depredations continued in the region. Dhana Jadhav who had invaded 
Gujarat in 1706 continued with his predatory activities though on a lower scale. He 
continued to carry out several raids into South East of Gujarat mainly controlling the 
trade routes from Burhanpur to Surat and exacting Khandani from the Caravans. 
Largely the Mughal officers like Nazims (viceroys of Ahmedabad), 
Mutasaddis (governors of Surat^ and Faujdars were not capable to resist the Maratha 
attacks in the province. The reason behind this was the absence of a powerful Mughal 
Emperor at the centre which resulted conflicts and contentions among the officers. 
After few weeks of Aurangzeb's death Balaji Vishwanath entered'"^ in Gujarat 
who plundered the country as far as Batva within four miles of Ahmedabad. He did 
not meet with resistance from any of the Faujdars on the way. They seem to have 
been deterred by the debacle of 1706 when the Marathas made a great damage and 
had captured a number of faujadars who got their liberation only after payment of 
heavy ransom. The Mughal governor of Godhra did not offer any resistance and fled 
for safety. Ibrahim Khan who arrived from Kashmir to Ahmedabad as Nazim in 1707 
despite of a big a force did not dare to wage a war against Marathas and choose to 
purchase peace.'°^ 
Constant Maratha advancement towards Gujarat had troubled not only Mughal 
officials but general inhabitants of the province as well. However some sporadic 
attempts were made by the Mughal Court to control the Maratha inroads. 
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For more details, see Mirat-i Ahmadi, transl., pp. 318-25. 
M.S. Commissariat, Studies in the History of Gujarat, op. cit., p. VII. 
Mirat-i Ahmadi, transl., pp. 333-34 
There were four routes through which Marathas entered Gujarat: (I) By Manmad in Nasik district 
to the west Khandesh, and thence through the Kondi Pass (10 m. to the east of Chinchapada 
railway station on the Tapti-Valley Railway) into Gujarat along Navapur, Songadh and Vyara. (2) 
From Naik to Peine (?) and then through the Dharampur and Bansda States into Surat. (3) From 
Junnar on the Deccan plateau by the Nana Ghat to Kalyan and Bhiwandi in the Konkan and then 
by way of the Bassein taluka and the present line of Western Railway to Gandevi and Navsari in 
South Gujarat. (4) From the province of Malwa by way of Dohad, Godhra and Thasra in to the 
Kaira district. See M. S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 401 
Edalji Dosabhai, A History of Gujarat-From the earliest period to the present time, op. cit.. pp. 
162-63 
Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, pp. 333-34. 
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In 1711 Shahamat Khan,"° the Nazim led his troops boldly to the south and 
repelled Khanderao Dabhade's attack severely near Ankleswar on the opposite 
bank of Narbada. He withdrew Khanderao Dabhade to the borders of Khandesh who 
1 19 
was penetrating as far as Broach along with his army. Khanderao Dabhade was 
appointed as the Senapati by Raja Sahu. He entrusted the charge of raiding Gujarat 
and settlement of chauth to Kanthaji Kadam Bande and DamajiraoGaekwad"^ and his 
nephew PilajiaoGaekwad.'^ 
It was mainly Pilaji who made a lasting mark on the history of the region. In 
1719 he plundered the villages around Surat entering South Gujarat from Khandesh. 
He succeeded in capturing Sonpara within the jurisdiction of Tokruh, South of Surat 
from a Mewasi Bhil Zamindar and built a fort and took up residence there. "^ 
The new fort came to be called Songadh,"^ which became the nucleus of the 
rise of Gaekwad rule in Gujarat. Pilaji gradually occupied the parganas of Surat 
sarkar and built forts at Konde Vajapur, Sakul Khad, Rupgadh and Sadar Behl. And 
thus consolidated his power in the region. He also befriended the Raja of Rajpipla and 
Panch Mahal who had long shown a great aversion to Mohammadan sway."^ He also 
made friends from the Desais of Padra, Chhani, and Bhayali all in Baroda 
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Shahamat Khan was the title of Amanat Khan. He was Mutasaddi of Surat. He was appointed as 
the temporary Nazim with instruction to tackle the situation at the capital. He reached Ahmedabad 
in May, 1711 and at his request Emperor sanctioned the expenditure of one lakh of rupees per 
month from the local treasury for collecting forces and artillery to meet the rising danger from the 
Maratha incursion in the province. M. S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 386-87 
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was being conveyed from Surat to Ahmedabad. Grant Duff, History of the Marathas, Vol. I 
(London, 1826), p. 311 
M. S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 386 
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Shamsher Bahadur by Raja Shahu. Damaji was succeded by Pilaji after his death in 1721. See 
Edalji Dosabhai, A History ofGujarat-From the earliest period to the present time, op. cit., p. 164 
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environs of Gujarat. He died in March,1732 at Dakor. See M. S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat. 
II, op, cit., pp. 443-44. 
Mirat-i Ahmadi, tmasl, p. 591. 
Songadh is situated about forty miles east of Surat, on the western skirts of the Dang forest, on the 
Tapti Valley Railway. The fort is situated on a small hill. Songadh continued as the capital of 
Gujarat until 1766 A.D., when the seat of government was moved to Patau by Damaji II. M, S. 
Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op, cit,, p, 401; Edalji Dosabhai, A History ofGujarat-From 
the earliest period to the present time, op, cit p. 165 
Mirat-i Ahmadi, transl,, p. 414; For Pilaji's friendship with ruler of Rajpipla see M. S. 
Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 401; Edalji Dosabhai, A History ofGujarat-From 
the earliest period to the present time, op. cit., p. 165. 
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district. Pilaji obtained aid from them in his operations. Pilaji's ascendency 
increased in the district. He gradually occupied the pargana of Ayawal and other 
parganas of Surat. 
In 1719 The Naib Mutasaddi of Surat Shaikhul Islam sent Muhammad Panah 
and Syed Aqil Khan to repel Pilajirao Gaekwad, but they were, however, defeated and 
Muhammad Panah was wounded and taken hostage and released subsequently on 
collection of ransom. "^Between 1719 to 1723 Pilaji's activities are not apparent. M. 
S. Commissariat dubiously writes that, 'We have no definite information about 
Pilaji's activities between 1719 and 1723, but it appears that from his seat at Songadh 
he began to direct the operations of the three pagas^^'^ now entrusted to him by the 
Senapati, and that, either singly or in combination with Bande and Pawar, he 
1 9 I 
continued to invade and exact tribute from the Surat athavisf. Since then Pilaji 
started making annual incursions deeper into Gujarat and the appointees at Suart, with 
the exception being Rustam Ali Khan remained mainly passive spectators. 
Around 1720 an order received from imperial court that 5,000 sawar 
belonging to the Maharaja Ajit Singh be maintained at Surat and another 5,000 sawar 
to be posted at distance of 15 Kurohs at the fords and passes from the Deccan to stop 
the Marathas'^^. The diwanof the subah Nahir Khan was ordered to march 
immediately to Surat with a cavalry and infantry of 3000 each for the same purpose. 
In 1723 Momin Khan, The Mutasaddiof Surat, dispatched a squadron under 
command of Izzat Muhammad Khan and a party of his companions against Pilajirao 
Gaekwad, who had entered the Athavisi,They fought bravely but were defeated by 
Pilaji, and secured the levy of chauth in that district. During this period Kanthaji 
entered from North East Gujarat and started to plunder Dohad and Godhra. He 
exacted safety money known as Khandani. It was the year of 1723 Kanthaji secured 
118 
120 
122 
123 
M. S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 402 
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chauth and sardeshmukhi for the Marathas in Gujarat. He also secured swaraf'''^ for 
the Marathas. It was in this year that Maratha incursions began in this Subah. 
In 1725, Pilaji and Kanthaji, had demanded five lakhs of rupees as ransom 
from the citizens of Cambay. It was expected that the town has been near sacked and 
burnt. However, they agreed on the payment of a ransom of Rs. 1,10,000 in a 
reasonable time. 
After the arrival of Sarbuland Khan as Nazim of Gujarat Maratha incursions 
came down. They were defeated at various places and at some places the inhabitants 
purchase peace by paying ransom. At Sojitra and Kapadvanj the Marathas were 
routed by Sarbuland Khan'son Khanazad Khan around 1725 and took Baroda from 
Gaekwad and appointed Hasan-ud Din as its governor. Sarbuland Khan tried to 
restrain the Maratha expeditions and exactions. But in order to thwart the efforts of 
Sarbuland Khan both the Maratha sardars Kantha Ji and Pilaji started creating 
disturbance in different areas. He failed in the main purpose for which he he had been 
dispatched to this province, and was unable to drive back the numerous bodies of 
Marathas which had overrun North Gujarat. He was in a very desperate situation and 
was enforced to allow the right to levyto Kanthaji's claim of chauth on the North of 
Mahi except Haveli (or home) Pargana. When news of this transaction reached the 
imperial court, the monthly subsidy of three lakhs of rupees was stopped.'^'^In the 
meanwhile, in 1727, third Maratha faction Chimnaji Appa, brother ofpeshwa, entered 
in the region and exacted a heavy contribution from Petlad and plundered Dholka. 
After the death of Khanderao Dhabede, Umabai Dabhade'^" the mother of 
infant Yashwantrao Dabhade, the new Senapati, took control as the regent. She made 
Pilajirao Gaekwad the sole in charge of chauth collection in Gujarat. This alarmed the 
Nazim Abhay Singh who managed his slain. Although this treacherous murder of 
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Land tax secure from the territories which once was under Shivaji. He secured all these from 
Hamid Khan in reward of his support against Sarbuland Khan. 
M. S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op, cit., pp. 417-18 
When the town of Wadnagar was besieged by Antaji Bhaskar, a Maratha noble, the inhabitants 
who were mostly rich Brahmans asked Sarbuland Khan to assist them but due to pursuit of 
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four lakhs of rupees. M. S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 425. 
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and Pilajirao Gaekwad. 
M. S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., pp. 425-26 
The ancestor of this family Yashwant Patel Dabhade was the Muqaddam of Talegaon near Puna. 
He was Maratha by cast and guru of Shivaji's sons Sambhaji and Rajaram. His son Khanderao 
fights along with Rajaram against the Mughals. Fu-st Peshwa Balaji Vishwanath appointed him as 
the Senapati. He was succeeded by his son Trimbakrao Dabhade after his death as Senapati. 
32 
Pilaji was not attended by advantages that Abhay Singh expected. He succeeded in 
pushing the Marathas out of the region just temporarily. 
The Maratha came back in 1733 once again under the leadership of Umabai 
the regent to infant Senapati. She was joined by Kanthaji Kadam Bande and Damaji II 
(Pilaji's son) who plundered and pillaged the vicinity of Ahmedabad. The Nazim 
settled the chauth for the year with the Maratha a Khandani of 80,000 was paid from 
the treasury in addition to the usual chauth and sardeshmukhi and peace was 
concluded.''" Since then Maratha expedition became an annual affair in this part of 
the region as well. 
In 1735 Baroda was retaken by the Marathas under Mahmaji (Mahadji 
Gaekwad) brother of Pilaji from Sher Khan Babi. Around the same time Damaji II 
son of Pilaji was appointed the deputy by Umabai and was assigned the sole charge of 
collection of chauth of Gujarat. He sent Renkoji (Rangoji) to the region North of 
Mahi River as his naib. Kanthaji resented this and had to be defeated at Anad Moghri. 
Since then Kanthaji is not to be seen in Gujarat politics any more. 
Rangoji was very tyrannical towards Mohammadan Inhabitants, consequently 
there was rebellion and the Marathas were drove out of the city for a short time in 
1737. Later on Momin Khan was able to effect reconciliation through his deputy 
Fidauddin Khan. But the harmony between Momin Khan and Rangoji did not 
prevailed long at Ahmedabad. 
In 1741, Damaji Gaekwad's growing power in Gujarat was attested by his 
investment of the fort of Broach. When returning to Songadh from his annual mulkgiri 
expedition into Kathiawar, he decided to take possession of the town and fort of 
Broach, which it had been the ambition of his father Pilaji to capture. 
The conflicts were continued in next coming years in levying the tribute. 
Khanderao Gaekwad and Rangoji encamped at Vanjara seven miles from 
Ahmedabad. They demanded their former rights from the Nazim Jawan Mard Khan. 
Being quite unable to cope with Marathas he agreed to their demands and Dadu 
Morar was appointed deputy governor of the city by two Maratha chiefs. 
In 1754 Shripatrao compelled Momin Khan of Cambay to pay an annual 
tribute of seven thousand rupees. Bhagwantrao, Peshwa's deputy, established himself 
at Napad. Here he carried on warfare with Momin Khan whom at last he compelled to 
Mirat-i Ahmadi, transl., p. 507 
132 M.S. Commissariat, History of Gujarat, II, op. cit., p. 469. 
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pay ten thousands rupees being the share of the Marathas which he had for a time 
withheld.'" 
Around 1755 the inhabitants of the Ahmedabad were discontent mainly 
because of the rule of the Marathas was to be felt to be most oppressive. The inroads 
of robbers were becoming frequent, the town wall having tumbled due to heavy rain 
and the scene of general insecurity was heightened when the agent of the Marathas 
was assassinated by a Rohilla.'^'* 
Disputes Between Maratha and Mughal 
Getting strength in military power Marathas intervention largely increased in 
Gujarat. They were asked for assistance by Mughal officers and nobles from second 
decade of Eighteenth Century onwards. Sometimes they were asked by any single 
party to assist him against their enemy and sometime they interfere selfishly. 
Around 1719-20 when anarchy was prevailing in Delhi Raja Shahu helped 
Muhammad Shah for the accession of throne through his energetic minister Balaji 
Vishwanath which proved successful. The Emperor in token of his gratitude 
acknowledged that all the territories conquered by Shivaji would be restored to him. 
He was also granted the chauth and sardeshmukhi by a written Farman}^^ By this 
grant of levy to Shahu, the Marathas started footing in Gujarat. And here one can say 
that this Farman of Muhammad Shah, in some or other way, opened the way for the 
destruction of Mughal sway in Gujarat. 
It is largely held that it was Hamid Khan who gave footing to Marathas in 
Gujarat. In 1724-25 Gujarat plunged into civil war. After Nizam-ul Mulk's departure 
to Deccan, the Nizamatof Gujarat was conferred on Sarbuland Khan. But Hamid 
Khan, the deputy of Nizam-ul-Mulk was not ready to leave the Nizamat of Gujarat for 
Shujaat Khan, the deputy of newly appointed Nazim Sarbuland Khan, before use o'l 
arms. Hamid Khan asked the Maratha leaders for help as allies.'^^ On December 7. 
1724 Maratha allies entered Ahmedabad in company of Hamid Khan and made their 
first appearance in this splendid and populous Muslim capital of which they were 
destined to be the masters thirty years later. With their backing he was able to defeat 
and slay successively Shuja'at Khan and his two brothers Ibrahim Quli Khan and 
' " Edalji Dosabhai, History of Gujarat, op. cit., pp. 191-92 
Mira-i Ahmadi, transl., pp. 790-91; Edalji Dosabhai, History of Gujarat, op. cit. pp., p. 192. 
' " The Emperor's Farman for the grant of the Chauth is dated ll^^Rabi-ul Akhir 1131 A.H. (1719) 
and that for the Sardeshmukhi A^Jamadi-ul Aval of the same year. They did not authorize these 
grants in Gujarat but Shahu enforced them there. Edalji Dosabhai, History ofGujarat,op.ck..p. 163 
Named as Kanthaji Kadam Bande and Pilajirao Gaekwad. 
34 
Rustam Ali Khan, three most valiant nobles in the history of Gujarat. M. S. 
Commissariat describes this tragic event as the beginning of the fall of Mughal rule in 
Gujarat.'^^ 
Hamid Khan agreed that Kanthaji was to collect the Chauthand 
Sardeshmukhi in all revenue offices of the city and parganas on the North of Mahi 
riverand Pilaji be allowed to collect the Chauth on the South oi Mahi river.'''^ As a 
price of Pilaji's support against Rustam Ali Khan, Hamid Khan gave orders for 
payment to Pilaji valid at Broach, which could not be paid there. Pilaji then occupied 
Broach leaving his deputy there with Kasbati troops precede to his headquarters 
Songadh and for nine months or so Broach remained under the Gaekwads. In the 
meanwhile Maratha deputy in Broach left for Songarh on false news of his master's 
death, on his return his Kasbati troops refused to admit him within the town. And 
Sarbuland Khan, appointed Mirza Abdullah Beg, most probably, as the Faujdar of 
Broach who became its de facto master.''*° In later years Nizam-ul Mulk terms with 
Pilajirao Gaekwad provided that revenue of the Broach should be shared equally 
between the ''Faujdar" and the Gaekwads. To collect this share and to keep a watch 
on ''Faujdar" the Gaekwad were to keep an agent in the town with armed with an 
appropriate contingent.''*' This share was enhanced when Damajirao Gaekwad II 
besieged the town for three months in 1740 but withdrew on an appeal from the 
Nizam, on his share in the revenues being enhanced to 6/10. "* Since then as Morley 
and Cheape reported to Bombay, the Marathas "should receive 6/10 and Moguls 4/10 
of the Broach revenues which your honour etc. will observe are now 30 years old. '''^  
The implication of above broad division is found in another English letter 
from James Morley the resident at Broach to William Andrew Price, Chief at Surat.'"*^ 
The custom revenues of the town amounted to Rs. 50,000 annually and were equally 
shared between "the Nawab and Damajirao's sons". The villages 175 in number 
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yielded in the best year's revenue of Rs. 700,000 and never less than Rs. 600,000 of 
this Gaekwad's share was 60% and of the Nawab 40%.'''^ 
Since 1740 the Gaekwadi share termed swarajya in Gaekwadi papers was paid 
to them but of the Moglai i.e. the remainder appertaining to the local Mughal Faujdar. 
Ali Muhammad Khan says "putting forward the excuse of maintaining sibandis and 
paying the Marathas, he was so able to manage that he did not have to pay a dam to 
anybody, of course to the other than the Gaekwads}'*^ 
By 1726 another powerful Maratha element had entered the chaotic field of 
Gujarat politics.Peshwa Bajirao cast greedy eyes on the defenceless land where riches 
and glory could be won overnight. To justify his claims to chauththe Peshwa sent 
expeditions under the commands of Antaji, Udaji pawar and Chimnaji Appa during he 
years 1726-1730. Their forces penetrated into large areas and sacked such places as 
Vadnagar, Dabhoi, Pawagarh, Petlad, and Dholka and forced the inhabitants of these 
towns to pay a huge amount of money as a price of their safety.The great peshwa 
Bajirao I a bitter rival of the Senapati Dabhade at Shahu's court was determined to 
undermine Trimbakrao's authority by securing for himself the lucrative rights over 
the chauth of Gujarat. Peshwa Bajirao pressurized Sarbuland Khan and secured the 
agreement. Bajirao pei'^wa sent Udaji Powar as his representative on the invitation of 
Sarbuland Khan. 
The rift between the Peshwa and SenapatiTrimbakrao Dabhade''*^ in the wake 
of rising power of the Peshwa was common knowledge. The powerful army with 
which Sarbuland Khan had entered Gujarat at the end of 1725 had almost been 
dispersed by the time and no more help from Delhi to check the annual exactions of 
Dabhade's agents. Confronted with the great concentration of the forces of Kanthaji 
and Pilaji who had been joined by Nizam, he entered in to a formal treaty with the 
Peshwa on 23 Marches 1730.''*^The treaty put to an end the monopoly of the 
TrimbakraoDabhade, the Senapati, to whom Raja Shahu had assigned Gujarat as a 
sphere for his predatory activities. Sarbuland Khan had won Peshwa over the 
Emperor's side and supplied him with artillery and troops in order to meet the danger. 
' ' ' Ibid., p.70 
'"* Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, pp. 398-9 
Trimbakrao Dabhade was the son of Khanderao Dabhade who died on 27 Sptember 1729. After 
his death Trimbakrao Dabhade became the Senapati on 8 January, 1730 and he inherited Gujarat as 
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He had thus created the split among the Marathas and managed to crush the present 
enemy. He agreed to cede to Bajirao the sardeshmukhi'' or ten percent of the whole 
revenue both from land and customs, excepting that from the port of Sural and 
districts attach to it, together with the chauth from the same sources and five per 
cent of revenue of the city of Ahmedabad. Peshwa agreed to maintain 2500 horse to 
keep peace in the province'^' and to help to uphold imperial authority.'^^ On the 
behalf of Raja Shahu, Bajirao accepted that he will not support the Zamindars and 
Bhils who destroy the security of the country. This means the Pilajirao Gaekwad who 
with the Bhils and Kolis threatened the Muslims of Gujarat. Through this step 
Sarbuland Khan, the Nazim, sought to undermine the power of Kanthaji and Pilaji 
who were the representative of the Maratha Senapati Dabhade'". But there is little 
doubt that by winning over Peshwa he would put a check to the Maratha menace. 
Soon Sarbuland Khan was recalled from Gujarat because he also committed the same 
mistake to take cooperation and make arrangement of tribute to the Marathas as his 
predecessors did, while he was appointed the Nazim of Gujarat to oust the Marathas 
from the province. However he was replaced by Maharaja Abhay Singh. 
Maharaja followed the same policy of his predecessors and honoured the 
agreement reached between the earlier Nazim and the Peshwa. If we accept the 
information conveyed by the English agent at Cambay on April 7 1731, the 
Maharaja's expectations that the province would be preserved for the Emperor by 
Bajirao against the other Maratha leaders was not realize. 
In February 1731 an agreement was signed between Bajirao and Abhay Singh 
at Shahi Bagh the following brief reference to them is found in a letter from Daniel 
Innes at Cambay, dated 7 April 1731 'the former [Chimnajijwas agreed with the 
Maharaja [Abhay Singh] for 13 lakhs of rupees, the quarter part of all Gujarat six of 
which the Maharaja paid him down the remainder to be paid on his leaving these 
parts; but conditionally no other ganim power, besides Chimnaji shall enter into 
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Gujarat; which Chimna Ji promised to hinder should Kanthaji's or Pilaji's forces 
attemp to it. Baji Rao arrived near Ahmedabad to undertake the operation personally 
against Pilaji who had by then occupied Baroda. The peshwa along with Mughal 
officers laid seize to Baroda. A year later, the peshwa killed the Senapati 
TrimbakraoDabhade in the battle of Bhilupur, between Baroda and Dabhoi, on 1st 
April 1731 is generally known as battle of Dabhoi marked the end of Senapati in 
Maratha polity.'^^ 
It was also arranged between Maharaja and Peshwa that the Nazim should 
supply a body of Rajputs to join Bajirao's forces in order to secure Baroda from Pilaji. 
The combined forces of Peshwa and Nazim reached Baroda but Gaekwad's general 
defended it very well. By virtue of his influence with the Bhil tribes dwelling on the 
eastern frontier of the province Pilaji had long been a thorn in the side of the Mughal 
Nazims. By his hold of Songadh fort and his acquisition of Baroda and of the fortress 
of Dabhoi, he had made himself more formidable. 
Finding all efforts to repress his energies unvailing Maharaja Abhay Singh 
determined to get rid of Pilaji by foul means. On the arrival of Pilaji with a great army 
at Dakor'^^ to collect the chauth, one of Abhay Singh's emissary returned on the pre 
text that he had something confidential to communicate to him and affecting to 
whisper pilaji's ear stabbed him to death in March 1732.'^^ The assassin was 
immediately slain by the guards and body of other murdered leader was carried 
hurriedly across the Mahi and cremated in the village of Savli. Damaji II 
succeeded his father Pilaji in Gujarat and built a Gaekwad's sovereign rule in the 
province. After Pilaji's death the Maratha were in great confusion abandoned the 
town of Baroda and retired to strong fortress of Dabhoi. Maharaja Abhay Singh took 
fiiU advantage of the situation and marching with his army occupied Baroda and 
placed it in charge of Sher Khan Babi. 
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In 1733, Umabai,'^' widow of Khanderao Senapati accompanied by Kanthaji 
Kadam and Gaekwad, appeared with an army of 30,000 troops before Ahmedabad, 
Maharaja Abhay Singh, finding his garrisons harassed and hard pressed, sent envoys 
to Umabai's camp to arrange for a truce, in terms of which Umabai retired on being 
promised a ransom of 80,000 rupees over and above the chauth and sardeshmukhi of 
the province. Jawan Mard Khan was named as surety for this payment and was 
appointed governor of Viramgam, from the revenues of which pargana he was to 
collect the amount and forward it to Umabai.'^° Shortly after Maharaja left for Delhi. 
When he was removed from the Nizamatoi Gujarat he instructed his deputy Ratan 
Singh Bhandari not to leave province without use of arms. 
As the countryside had come in to the possession of the Marathas one Mughal 
officer, though nominal, Nawab Tegh Beg Khan the Mutasaddiof Sural, was unable to 
oust them, had entered into an agreement with Damajirao Gaekwad in 1735, where by 
a yearly amount of Rs. 2,36,000'^Vas to be given by the Gaekwad after collecting the 
revenues around Surat. 
Momin Khan I sought assistance of Damaji'" who sent Rangoji to oust the 
Ratan Singh Bhanadri, the deputy of Maharaja Abhay Singh, from Ahmedabad. The 
news of Damaji's arrival was, no doubt, unwelcomed for the Bhandari, who, after 
holding a consultative meeting with his nobles, sent a trusty messenger to the 
Gaekwad offering him half the share of the revenues of the entire province without 
excluding Ahmedabad and Haveli Pargana or the port of Cambay, if he would change 
the sides. Damaji informed Momin Khan of the tempting terms offered, and the latter, 
in order to retain his ally, had perforce to agree to make the same concessions and to 
grant away those rights which had been especially reserved in his treaty with Rangoji. 
He however offered Damaji the undivided control of the pargana of Viramgam in 
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exchange for the half share of the revenue of Cambay and this was accepted.'^'' The 
ambition of Momin Khan to be Nazim and his alliance with the Marathas on such 
disastrous terms to secure his objective, gave the final death blow to the expiring 
Mughal power in Gujarat. Its immediate result was to hand over political authority 
over one half of the city of Ahmedabad to the Marathas. However they captured 
Ahmedabad around 20"' May 1737 and it was decided that from now these two would 
be the ruler of Ahmedabad and government and revenue would be equally divided in 
them.' ^ According to the engagement half of the city was made over to the Maratha 
which include the Raepur, Astodia, Jamalpur, Khan Jahan, and Raekhad wards. On 
behalf of Marathas Khanderao Gaekwad named Rangoji as his deputy but Rangoji 
sent Krishnaji as his representative to Ahmedabad and the government of Gujarat was 
continued to be divided between Marathas and Mohammadans. During 1737 to 1739 
the Marathas were drove out from Ahmedabad and deprived from any share in 
government and revenue. However in 1739 disturbances took place and they returned 
back and Momin Khan was driven from Ahmedabad and was ultimately obliged to 
give Rangoji half of the government as well as of the revenue and also to pay the 
arrears that had accumulated during the two years subsequent to the expulsion of the 
Marathas by the Mohammadans. 
During the period of Damaji's confinement in Poona Jawan Mard Khan 
usurped the whole power of the city and merely permitted the Gaekwad's agent to 
realize his master's dues. But combined forces of Maratha compelled Jawan Mard 
Khan to agree to surrender the city of Ahmedabad on condition of their supply of one 
lakh of rupees for payment of his troops besides presenting him with an elephant and 
various articles of value. Jawan Mard khan and his brothers should be allowed mjagir 
free from any claim on the part of Marathas the districts of Sami, Radhanpur with 
Terwara Patan, Wadnagar, Tharad, Kheralu and Bijapur. Also that the members of 
Jawan Mard Khan's family should not be disturbed in their present possession and 
that he and his army should be allowed to retire with the honours of war. This 
stipulation having been agreed to Jawan Mard Khan left the city in April 1753 and the 
province was transferred to Peshwa and Gaekwad who realized the revenue in equal 
portion. The Marathas had held possession of the capital for three years and seven 
' " Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, pp. 270-1. 
' " Mirat-i Ahmadi.tx^^U p. 516 
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months, from 1 April 1753 to 16 October 1757, when it was captured by Momin 
Khan. 
However, this time again Momin Khan II could not held control at 
Ahmedabadfor long. On the night of 15 October 1756, Shambhuram taking a body of 
Kolis'*^ and Sindhis'*^ seized Ahmedabad. The English chief at the Cambay port sent 
intimation of the event to Surat, which, in its details, agrees with the entirely 
independent account in Persian given by the author of Mirat-i Ahmadi. Writing on 17 
October 1756 from Cambay, Robert Erskine says: 'this is purposely to advise your 
worship, etc., that on the 15'*' at night, our Nawab's [Momin Khan] people to the 
number of 1,500, who went from here to Ahmedabad on the 8' , having been joined 
by a number of Kolis, scaled the walls of that place with little or no resistance; and 
getting possession of one of the gates, all rushed in. The Marathas retire to the Darbar 
[the Bhadra] and held it till about 9 o'clock yesterday morning , when they fled out of 
the back-gate, to the number of 4 or 500, leaving behind them 3 elephants, a number 
of horses, etc., so that the Nawab's people are now in full possession of the place. He 
himself set out from hence this morning about 3 o'clock and must be arrived at 
Ahmedabad by this time.' After the seize had been protected for a year negotiation 
were opened in which Momin Khan agreed to evacuate the city on condition that he 
should retain undisputed possession of Cambay, without the right of peshwa to half its 
revenue and also one lakh of rupees should be supplied him for the payment of his 
troops. Momin Khan on his part agreed to give up the entire claim to the town of 
Gogha and to pay an armual tribute of ten thousand rupees to the Marathas. These 
terms were mutually accepted and the city was finally surrendered to the Marathas in 
April 1757 AD. Syed Acchan who succeeds as the Nawabof Surat in 1758 A.D. had 
sought aid from the Gaekwad and promised to pay three lacs of rupees to Damaji"s 
cousin Kedarji, for his assistance. However, the fall of Ahmedabad to the Marathas 
marked the begirming of a tense relationship in which Ahmedabad was held under 
dual control by the Peshwa and the Gaekwad and the hinterlands were divided 
between Peshwa and Gaekwad. 
The author of Mirat-i Ahmadi mentions the interesting fact that the Kolis were to be paid at the rate 
of eight annas per day for every horseman and two annas per day for a man on foot. Mirat-i 
Ahmadi, transl., p. 573 
These were very probably Baluchis from Sind and so Muslims. 
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Disputes in Maratha Camp 
It is interesting to note that the Maratha were not ready to unite under any single 
authority. And they could not escape from mutual struggle. There was contention 
between various sub-groups in Maratha camp. The disputes among various Maratha 
groups were largely seen during this period. Pilaji, as agent of Dabhade, the 
commander in chief, considered himself superior in Gujarat, while Kanthaji as agent 
of the Raja Shahu refused to recognize Pilaji's pretentions, which caused trials of 
arms at various times. At Cambay a skirmish was occurred in which Pilaji was 
defeated. This contention caused extra burden on the inhabitants for revenues not only 
in villages but also in towns and cities. 
The Gaekwads were traditional opponents of the Peshwas, the followers of 
Senapati,whose mantle they had inherited after the battle of Dabhoi in 1731. The 
Peshwa's intervention in Gujarat, and the diplomatic success gained by his brother 
was deeply resented by the Dabhades. As being the lieutenants of Dabhade Kanthaji 
Kadam Bande and Pilajirao Gaekewad, find it adverse for both their prestige and 
perquisites. All attempts of Bajirao to induce them to agree to share the chauth of 
Malwa and Gujarat jointly with him were turned down. They insisted that the Peshwa 
should restrict himself to Malwa, which had been assigned to him by Raja Shahu as 
the field of his activities and leave Gujarat to them. 
Trimbakrao confronted with the loss of his authority over Gujarat, and with no 
hope of securing any redress at the court of Satara where Bajirao was all-powerful, 
Trimbakrao entered into negotiation with Nizam-ul Mulk Asaf Jah. Trimbakrao 
having thus raised the standard of revolt, all the disaffected leaders who resented the 
Peshwa's supermacy Pilajirao Gaekwad, Kanthaji Kadam Bande, Udaji Pawar. 
Kanhoji Bhonsle and others rallied to his support and soon a powerful confederate 
army was collected m Gujarat to resist the Peshwa in arms. 
Raja Shahu tried to arrange peacefiil settlement between his dominating 
peshwa Bajirao and his aggrieved Senapati Trimbakrao Dabhade. He sent his personal 
agents to Dabhade and his mother Umabai to advise them to accept a compromise and 
he called upon Bajirao to concede all the Senapati's demands. But neither party was 
however in a mood to surrender hs claims. Chimnaji Appa uproar, 'If Dabhade 
creates trouble for us we are quite equal to stopping him from doing mischief. On the 
V.J. Dighe, Peshwa Baji Rao I and Maratha Expansion, op. cit., pp. 33-6 
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other hand the Senapatideclared to Shahu's agent 'his determination not to give away 
an inch of the lands which he held'. Trimbakrao's league with Nizam-ul Mulk does 
not like by the Raja Shahu and makes an order to Peshwa to precede Gujarat and 
bring Dabhade and present before him at Satara. Hoping to win over Dabhade by 
persuasive means failed to materialize.'^^ 
TrimbakraoDabhade persisted in a policy which was to cost him his life and to 
spell the political downfall of his famous family which had won a high reputation in 
Maharashtra.'^° He collected the confederate army in Gujarat and Malwa were 
estimated at 35000 men. Trimbakao had arrived in Gujarat with 10,000 horses to join 
them declaring that his object was to rescue Shahu Raja from the thralldom in which 
he was being kept by the Brahmans. After the ineffective attempt to take Baroda, the 
Peshwa's forces encountered at the village of Bhilapur between Baroda and Dabhoi, 
and the great fight that took place here on April 1, 1731 is generally known as the 
battle of Dabhoi. Bajirao's army, though, inferior in numbers were relatively far more 
efficient and routed the large but undisciplined bodies of Bhils and Kolis who had 
enlisted under Kanthaji and Pilaji as the Senapati reftised to surrender he was killed. 
The account of this important battle, which have so far been available from 
Marathi sources, are largely confirmed by a letter, dated 7 April 1731, from Danie! 
limes at Cambay to the chief of factory at Surat, it may be pointed out that though this 
letter mentions Chimnaji Appa a leader of the Peshwa's army. There is little doubt 
that Bajirao himself was present at this battle. 'Chimna Raja [Chimnaji Appa] has 
lately had a very considerable advantage over the joint forces of Pilaji and Kanthaji 
some days since, they came to an engagement within 3 or 4 miles of Baroda where in 
Chimanaji had the advantage, Kanthaji fled, Pilaji is wounded and ruined to Dabhoi 
fort with 2 or 3000 men, Trimbakrao a great general killed, Pilaji's son killed; 4 or 
5000 men are killed of Kanthaji and Pilaji and Chimna Ji is said to have lost 1000 
men, 17 elephants, it is said Chimnaji had taken with 10 camels of treasure and four 
or five thousand horses without their riders with their tents and baggage. 
However after the death of Trimbakrao Raja Shahu conferred the office of the 
Senapati on her younger son Yashwant Rao. After the death of Pilajirao Gaekwad in 
1732 Damaji Rao Gaekwad II served Umabai as her lieutenant in Gujarat, and though 
'*' G.S. Sardesai, New History of the Marathas, II, op. cit., p. 124-5 
'™ There is enough evidence to show that the Senapati's revolt was directed not against Shahu Raja 
but against the Peshwa's growing power and intervention for some sober comments on the contest. 
See V.G Dighe, Peshwa Baji Rao J and Maratha Expansion, op. cit., pp. 39-40 
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actual power was in his hands he remained loyal to her for next twenty years till her 
death in 1753.'^' An interesting letter dated 10 April 1731 written by Maharaja Abhay 
Singh from Ahmedabad to his Vakil Amar Singh Bhandari, at Delhi, has been 
discovered in Jodhpur Archives helps to throw some lights on the events described 
above subsequent to Bajirao's arrival in Gujarat. The letter says that 
TrimbakraoDabhade and Momin Yar Khan the Nizam's commander had both been 
killed, Udaji Pawar and Pilaji's son were taken prisoners, Kanthaji had fled to the 
Nizam, while Pilaji had retired to Dabhoi and his brother to Baroda. The letter also 
informs that Abhay Singh, writes to his agent that this time Bajirao has rendered 
meritorious services to the emperor', and he recommends that a robe of honour, a 
Farman, an elephant should be bestowed by the Emperor upon him and also on the 
Raja Shahu and a robe of honour on Chimnaand a mansab on Bajirao.'''^ 
After 1732 Baji Rao and his brother's affairs in Gujarat came down and 
Umabai and Pilaji's son Damaji actively engaged in their armual incursions in the 
province with more devastating effect than ever before. Mughal authority over Baroda 
lasted for less than two years. In 1734 when Sher Khan Babi was absent at his jagir 
Balasinor,'^ "^ Pilaji's old ally, the desai of Padra,'^^who distrusted the Rajputs, raised 
the Bhils and Kolis all over the country and effectually threw the Mughals and get 
hold over both the fort and town.'''^ 
In 1735, yet another Maratha commander appeared in Gujarat in the person of 
Rangoji who was destined to play the most prominent part in the distracted politics o\' 
the province for the next fourteen years, till 1749. 
Umabai Dabhade had appointed Damaji as her agent for the collection of the 
chauth of the parganas north of Mahi to the exclusion of Kanthaji, who had so far 
many years and Damaji assigned this function to Rangoji as his deputy. But 
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As late as 1751 when Peshwa Balaji Baji Rao after defeating Damaji near Satara, held him 
prisoner and demanded one half of all his conquest in Gujarat, Damaji exclaimed, 'Gujarat belongs 
to Umabai Dabhade. I am only her servant. She has to decide the point. G.S. Sardesai, New History 
of the Marathas, II, op. cit., p. 310 
A ftill translation of the letter by Pandit Bisheshwar Nath Reu has been published in proceedings 
of Indian Historical Records Commision, Vol. XVI, 1939, pp. 211-4 
In this letter the Maratha leaders Kanthaji, Pilaji and Chimnaji are referred to as Kantha, Piiu and 
Chimna 
Balasinor (Vadasinor) was till recently a small Muslim state in the Rewa Kantha agency with its 
capital of the same name situated 41 miles east of Ahmedabad on the shedhi river. The Ncnvah 
belongs to the famous Babi family. 
Padra is the chief town in the taluka of the same name in Baroda district situated 14 miles from the 
city of Baroda. The Desais of the town early allied themselves with the rising power of the Pilaji 
Gaekwad against Muslim rule. 
Mirat-i Ahmadi, II; A.K. Forbes, Ras Mala, II, p.l 1 
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onRangqji's arrival at the Mahi river, he was opposed by Kanthaji, but he inflicted on 
the latter a signal defeat near the village of Anand Mogri, 25 miles South East of 
Kaira. Kanthaji had at this time become a partisan of the Peshwa and was opposed by 
the family of the Senapati. 
Around 1747 Peshwa and Gaekwad's animosity was on top. Balaji was still 
hostile to the Gaekwad. And Damaji was in open conflict with the Peshwa Balaji. At 
Ahmedabad Jawan Mard Khan entered into negotiation with the Peshwa against the 
Gaekwad's power and expelled the Gaekwad's agent from the city. But Peshwa was 
unable to comply with the request due to war with Nizam of the Deccan. 
After the death of Shahu Raja in 1748, serious differences arose between 
Peshwa and Tarabai '^ ^ the aged widow of Rajaram, who was a woman of Great 
Spirit. Tarabai advised Rajaram to shake off the Peshwa's control, but she failed in 
her persuasion and urged Damaji to rescue the young prince and Maratha nation 
generally from the control of the Brahmans (Peshwas). 
On 30 April 1751 the Peshwa attacked Damaji's camp when the latter had no 
suspicion of the treachery intended and Damaji was make prisoner. Some of the 
Dabhades along with Umabai were also arrested and put under custody. For over ten 
months, the powerful overlord of Gujarat and the Peshwas most formidable opponent, 
was kept imder confinement, and Balaji utilized the opportunity to advance his own 
interest in that province as Balaji Vishwanath and Baji Rao I take advantages. Damaji 
was sent Poona and was placed in confinement. Though he spent in that city more 
than a lakh of rupees on nazars (presents) and bribes to officers. At last, Damaji 
realizing that his presence was necessary in Gujarat, and that he could no longer resist 
the Peshwa's demands, submitted, and a treaty was arranged and formally ratified on 
March 30, 1752. Peshwa demanded from him the cession of a large portion of 
territory and payment of the arrears of the Peshwa's share of the Chauth. Damaji 
agreed to pay the Peshwa a sum of fifteen lakhs of rupees as a quittance for all the 
arrears due. He also passed a bond agreeing to an equal, portion of the territories then 
in his possession and of any which might thereafter be conquered also to an equal 
division of revenue of every kind. He fiirther agreed to maintain ten thousand horses 
and to assist the Peshwa when necessary and also as being the deputy of Dabhade 
'^ ^ Grandmother of Rajaram who succeeded Shahu in 1749. 
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Senapati to pay an annual tribute of five lakhs and twenty thousand rupees from 
Dabhade's share of revenue. Damaji was compelled to accept these terms. 
Taking the advantage of internal rivalry the English rose on the west coast and 
the city of Surat was held by English. After the complete hold on Surat by English 
dual rule started under which the fiction ofNcrwab's authority was continued left little 
to imagination. "The English give laws to all" wrote Stavorinous a Dutch traveler in 
1774 "neither the European nor Indian can do anything without their special 
approbation. The governor in the city in this respect, does not differ from the lowest 
inhabitant" (trade) The two main factors which arrested the growth of Surat as a 
trading centre since the 1660s were the Maratha raids on Surat and European piracies 
on the seas. The exacerbated by the Maratha advance into the North India disrupted 
trade and production and caused insecurity on the routes that connected Surat with the 
interior the network of 100 years or so lose its efficiency. 
" ' Gujarat State Gazetteer Surat District, op. cit., p. 157 
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CHAPTER THIRD 
GLANCE ON COMMERCIAL ACTIVITIES 
The province of Gujarat is situated on the Western part of India known for its 
commercial activities since ancient times. Gujarat is naturally rich watered by 
Narmada, Tapti, Sabarmati and Mahi. Its natural richness makes the province the 
finest fertile tracts of India and provides a favourable internal and external sea trade. 
The natural richness and sea coast enabled Gujarat to stand a highly commercialised 
province in agricultural and industrial commodities enabling the merchants to 
undertake overseas trade. 
Gujarat commerce was not conducted only with those commodities produced 
in Gujarat but also in the commodities which were imported from parts of India and 
abroad and re-exported in the land of scarcity.Ashin Das Gupta states: "The industrial 
centres were well linked with the port. Every region had its land-routes and the 
exporting maritime city was built at a point where these land routes could most 
conveniently pass on their cargoes to the oceanic lines. If the terrain allowed only a 
narrow outlet you would have a port in that small area from period to period. Thus in 
Gujarat, there was Broach followed by Cambay succeded by Surat and then by 
Bombay"'^^ 
Gujarat was the most important centre of trade and its chief port was Surat 
from where pilgrims for hajj sailed every year to the Red Sea. Historians deal with 
Gujarat commerce largely focused on Surat.Surat was the principal outlet for the 
whole axis connecting Gujarat with the heartland of the Imperial city. The companies 
stationed at Surat managed their commerce through a chain of subordinate factoriesin 
other major port cities and towns and conducted trade with the help of brokers and 
suppliers. 
Since Europe's discovery of New World and the opening of an all water route 
to the East Indies at the close of the Fifteenth Century, the Asian economies has been 
closely linked with the world economy. East Asian sugar, precious metals, South-East 
Asian spices. South Asian Indigo, pepper, cotton and silk textiles and West Asian silk 
travelled across regions and continents. India absorbed large quantities of gold, silver 
"' Ashin Das Gupta, 'The Maritime City', in Indu Banga (ed.), Ports and their Hinterlands in India, 
1700-1950 (New Delhi, 1992), p. 364. 
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and coinage and exported goods on a scale of sufficient to maintain highly favourable 
balance of trade. 
Of course, Gujarat had a long experience of trade but one cannot deny that 
with the advent of European merchants as a dominant business group on the Indian 
Ocean in the Seventeenth Century added a fresh dimension in India's pattern of trade. 
Among the Europeans who had begun establishing their factories in Gujarat, the 
Portuguese leading them all. The Dutch and English followed them, established their 
factories and came into clash with the Portuguese. In course of time, by 1657, Surat 
became the chief trading centre of all English settlements in the countries in the east 
and was constituted into their sole presidency in India. 
Internally Gujarat had its commercial ties with Bengal, Banaras, Lucknow, 
Lahore, Malwa, Agra, Malabar, Calicut and Rajasthan to import some specialized 
items of these regions and export their own products.Externally Gujarat had its 
commercial ties with Europe, West Asia and South East Asia with countries like 
England, Persia, Japan, Java, China, Malacca, Achin, Mokha, Batavia, Zanzibar, 
Mozambique, Musqat and Yemen. The trade was mostly carried by sea routes Red 
Sea, Persian Gulf and Indian Ocean. However, the Guajarati merchants exploited the 
opportunities created by the European demand for Indian goods.'^° 
Commercial Commodities 
Commerce of Gujarat was conducted in two types of commodities. First were 
those items produced in various parts of Gujarat and used to trade in India and abroad. 
Secondwere those items of trade imported in Gujarat and dispose for India and 
abroad. 
Raw Cotton was the most important commercial commodity in eighteenth 
century produced in Gujarat. It occupied a large proportion of the cultivable land. 
Cotton was the most important item of trade in intra-Asia and Euro-Asian trade 
during Seventeenth and eighteenth centuries. Cotton grown in Gujarat fed the 
weaving industry in Bengal on large extent. As raw silk was imported from Bengal, 
180 
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For details see Surendra Gopal, Commerce and Craft in Gujarat 16''' and 1?"' Centuries: A Study-
on the Impact of European Expansion on Pre-Capitalist Economy, (New Delhi, 1975). 
The trade in cotton between Bengal and Surat, always of some importance, grew considerably in 
volume in the 1740's. In April 1742 that the price of cotton at Surat had risen by 33%, not merely 
because of bad harvest but through a considerable export to Bengal by the English, French and 
Indian merchants. Silk on the other hand, was imported into Gujarat from Bengal and employed a 
large number of weavers. See Ashin Das Gupta, 'Trade and Politics in 18* Century India', op. cit., 
p. 183 
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this was crucial for the manufacture of silk textiles in Surat and Ahmedabad and was 
converted into colourful fabrics. In return Gujarat supplied a large quantity of cotton 
to Bengal. Since only a little cotton was produced there locally, its textile industry 
depended for considerable parts of its requirements of cotton on other regions. Gujarat 
supplied a large quantity of cotton to Bengal, and China consequently Bengal stand as 
the largest exporter of textiles from South Asia to Europe. This exchange of cotton for 
silk was major branch of trade which had certain implication for the money market of 
Surat and credit remittance to Bengal. Things began to change only in 1780s when in 
Bengal cotton production grew sharply and imports from Surat declined. 
Textiles were another important item of trade. From the late Seventeenth 
Century the European demand for Indian textiles expanded rapidly on account of the 
growing European appetite for cloth. . The textiles which were far and away 
Gujarat's most significant product for markets abroad produced in Cities like 
Ahmedabad, Surat, Bhavnagar, Bhuj and some townships like Navsari and Jambusar 
were great centres of textile manufacture that must have employed a large number of 
weavers, spinners, dyers and others. 
Textiles for trade were not only produced in Gujarat, but it also came 
from wide area stretching to Lucknow and Banaras in the East, Lahore in the West 
and Malwa and Rajasthan in the centre. The particular varieties of cloth manufactured 
in the neighbourhood of Lucknow '^ '^  and the best kind of Indigo grown near Agra 
were among the important items imported in Surat. Cloth of Lucknow found their 
primary outlet through Surat. The European companies and private merchants as well 
as Asian traders continued to supply cotton and textiles from Gujarat to numerous 
Asian and European destinations. 
Fine Sugar was another important item of trade imported from Bengal by sea 
and land routes. Sugar was also brought to Surat from nearby areas such as Bassein 
but most from Nasik which produced the region's best molasses. Sugar did a booming 
business during our period of study. Sugarcane was produced in many parganasSouth 
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Amalendu Guha, 'Raw Cotton of Western India: Output, Transportation and Mari^eting. 1750-
1850', lESHR, vol. 9, No.l (1972) p. 2; Also see Ghuiam Ahmad Nadri, Eighteenth Century 
Gujarat The Dynamics of Its Political Economy, 1750-1800 (Leiden Boston, 2009) 
A Phenomenon characterized as the 'fashion revolution' in Europe or a 'shift in the peoples 
appetite from spices to clothes. Om Prakash, European Commercial Enterprise in Pre-Colonial 
India, 1500-1800 (Cambridge, 1998), pp. 337, 349; Sushil Chaudhri, The Prelude to Empire: 
Plassey Revolution of 1757, (New Delhi, 2000), pp. 21-2. 
All relevant documents of the early eighteenth century, of course, speak of the export of Lucknow 
cloths and Agra indigo through Surat. 
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of Surat. But they did not produce fine sugar and some coarse brown sugar (jager 
suijker or jaggery) was however produced in the parganas of Gandevi, Navsari and 
elsewhere in the vicinity of Surat. .'^ ^ 
Black pepper was imported from Malabar to Surat in the first quarter of the 
century. The pepper was grown on a large scale on the Malabar coast of South West 
India in the first quarter of the Eighteenth Century. Black pepper from Bantam and 
Malabar had accounted on average, for a fifth of the total value of merchandise 
imported to Surat. 
A^Tieat, rice, mung and many other grains and pulses were items of trade. 
Wheat was an important item of trade in Gujarat. It was grown in various parts of the 
province mainly in Sorath on the Kathiawar peninsula and it was probably exported 
from Gujarat to other areas. Major among these were Ceylon, Malabar and Batavia 
1R7 1RR 
and Malacca. Wheat grown at Sorath was of a high quality. 
Rice appears to be a late addition to the region's inventory of crops, but production of 
good quality rice around the mid Eighteenth Century has been reported. Like wheat 
rice was also a high value crop grown mainly for commercial purposes. 
Mung and Pulses were other important item of trade. These items were 
exported in the land of deficits like West Asia, which has scarcity of produce in these 
products. During drought merchants exploited the situation and profited handsomely 
from exports to these places.'^ It appears that the group of merchants specialized in 
certain commodities, like grain and silk: hence they terms as 'ghallafarosha' (grain 
sellers/merchants) and 'abresham faroshan' (silk sellers/merchants). These groups 
were in a position to affect prices especially in times of scarcity. An episode of 
exemplary punishment inflicted upon two leading grain merchants {raisan-i ghalla 
185 
188 
190 
G.A. Nadri, Eighteenth Century Gujarat The Dynamics of Its Political Economy, 1750-1800, op. 
cit., pp. 140-43. 
Mira-i Ahmadi, I, p. 178 
G.A. Nadri provides useful information about the regions and items of trade. In 1752, Dutch 
bought 93 lats of wheat at Rs. 100 per lats and rexported 15 lats to Ceylon, 10 to Malabar and the 
remainder together with 3 lats ab-eady in store (a total of 71 lats) to Batavia. In 1755, they exported 
25 lats of good quality white wheat to Malacca. He used Dutch sources. See G.A. Nadri, 
Eighteenth Century Gujarat The Dynamics of Its Political Economy, 1750-1800, op. cit., pp. 140-
43 
Mirat-i Ahmadi, I, p. 14. Its production is reported in different pargawai of Surat. 
G.A. Nadri, Eighteenth Century Gujarat The Dynamics of Its Political Economy, 1750-1800. pp. 
140-43. 
It was reported in 1800 that in the previous five years 4,785 bags (each containing 5 mans) of rice. 
wheat and mung were exported to West Asia through the latty and 900 bags of wheat to Masqat 
through the/urza. During the same period 5,700 bags of wheat and 732 bags of rice were exported 
to Moidia, Jeddah and Masqat. Ibid. pp. 140-43 
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farosh) to give lesson to others in 1715 reveals the usual suspicions about engrossing 
and its effects on prices.''' 
Other major cash crop was Indigo for commercial purpose. It was region's 
ability to produce a large quantity of Indigo. It has an important place in Gujarat 
trade. But by the second half of the Seventeenth Century Indigo had lost its pre 
eminence as an Asian export to Europe and in Eighteenth Century it almost declined. 
Gujarat had a natural richness for being a mediator of commerce between 
various countries. It imported large quantity of spices, (cloves and nutmeg), Japanese 
copper, sugar from the island South-east Asia and China, iron, speltor, lead, Malaccan 
tin, Siamese ivory and sappanwood. It also imported bullion. Coral, vermilion, quick 
silver and other metals. 
Black pepper was imported from Bantam and Malabar to Surat in the first 
quarter of the century. The pepper was grown on a large scale on the Malabar coast of 
South West India in the first quarter of the Eighteenth Century. Black pepper from 
Bantam and Malabar had accounted on average, for a fifth of the total value of 
merchandise imported to Surat. It also imported bullion. Coral, vermilion, quick silver 
and other metals. 
We find some evidences that the exclusive conmiodity with which the 
merchants dealt was included in their names. Mulchans and Ganga Das are referred in 
Mirat-ul Haqaiaq to as abresham farosh'^^ or abresham wala (silk seller) and another 
person Hasan as ahan farosh (iron seller) 
Another commercial practice of this period was that of the marine insurance. 
Vessels going from Surat to other major ports of Gujarat like Cambay, Broach and 
Gogha, paid a bima of Rs. 25 to 30 per vessel while those going to Navsari, Gandevi, 
Bulsar etc. paid 7 to 10 rupees.''^ The rates probably represent premiums but could 
ne cesses on insurance levied by the darogha. 
Manufacturing Centres 
Gujarat is considered the most urbanised region in India. It contained urban 
industrial centres like Ahmedabad, Baroda, Jambusar, Nadiad, Dholka, Dabhoi. 
Sarkhej, Navsari, Palanpur, Vadhvan, Bhuj, Junagadh and Gandevi etc. and the 
' " Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, p. 24 
"^ Mirat-ul Haqaiq, f. 348.b 
' " Ibid, f.44\a 
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comparative proximity to the major sea ports- Gogha, Cambay, Broach and Surat 
helped in stimulating its trading and manufacturing activities.The ports and industrial 
centres were well linked by means of roads. 
Ahmedabad was the centre of textile production. It produces variety of 
textiles, handicrafts and fashioning of precious metals such as silver, gold and pearls. 
Ashin Das Gupta writes, 'Ahmedabad was an important manufacturing town in the 
eighteenth century and a variety of cotton and silks were made in it or in its 
neighbourhood.'^'*The emergence of the English and Dutch inthe beginning of the 
seventeenth century as buyers of Ahmedabad goods including cottonand silk textile 
goods, paper, and indigogave a stimulous to the business enterprise of Ahmedabad. 
George Roques, states that the women of Ahmedabad were accomplished 
spinners and weavers. The Muslims controlled the production and sell of silk textile 
goods. This had already market in foreign countries. Ahmedabad, somehow, 
continued its previous prosperity in eighteenth century as well. 
Surat, as the "blessed port", about which Aurangzeb described, "Ornament of 
India" was another centre of trade. It was the chief port of India. Two European 
commercial companies the Dutch and English established their factories during the 
second decade of the seventeenth century at Surat. They were well aware of the city's 
geographical importance. Situated on the bank of Tapti, a navigable river, it contained 
one of the largest ports in India which was frequented by ships from most parts of the 
world.' The port of Surat stood midway between the productive centres of Far East. 
Malay, and theSpice Islands and, ftirther beyond, China and Japan on one side and the 
ports of Persian and Arabian gulfs on the other. It was also used for pilgrim traffic on 
Mecca. 
Though, Surat did not produce any specialized item of trade but its wide and 
complex network of trade earned a great importance. From the second half of the 
sixteenth century till its handover to the British in 1759 for about two hundred years 
the city of Surat, in the subah of Gujarat, was the major port of the Mughal Empire. 
Through this port much of the Northern and Western India maintained cultural. 
political and commercial connexion with Western Asia and Indonesian world. At the 
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Ashin Das Gupat, 'Merchants of Surat c. 1700-50', in Edmund Leach and S.N. Mukherjee (ed.). 
Elites in South Asia (Cambridge, 1970), pp. 202-5 
Makrand Mehta, The Ahmedabad Cotton Textile Industry {AhmQd&h&A, 1982), p. 3. 
Idem., Indian Merchants and Entrepreneurs in Historical Perspective with Special References to 
Shroffs of Gujarat 17'*' to 19"' Centuries, op. cit., p. 34 
52 
turn of the eighteenth century the city was the home of the largest commercial marine 
in India. The mercantile class of this great trading metropolis naturally played an 
important role in the city and through it in the trading world of India. 
Surat exported and re exported a large variety of goods such as calicoes, silks, 
cotton yam, and imported bullion, coral, broad cloth, ivory, vermilion, quick silver 
and metals such as copper, iron and lead. The most striking feature of the city was its 
ovm mercantile community which was large and professionally skilled. Alexender 
Hamilton, an English free traveller visiting the port of Surat have estimated its 
population to be 200,000 and William Phipps, the governor of Bombay, once 
described Seth Laldas Vitaldas as, the principal of about four hundred thousand 
people, as opposed to Nowroji Rustumji, whose community, the Parsi, formed a small 
and according to Phipps, despised section of the populace of Surat.'^^ Ashin Das 
Gupta says that: 'it is quite impossible to tell that what percentage of the population 
varied between 200,000 to 400,000 took part directly in trade. Although, indirectly 
1 QQ 
everyone living in the town must have been connected to it. The civil 
administration of Surat was entrusted to a port officer {Mutasaddi) ,^ ^ commander of 
the local castle (qila'dar) an officer of sea customs (darogha) an officer to policing 
the town (kotwal) and two other officers for uncertain functions (Faujdars). There 
were some other important officials such as news reporters {waqa-i nawais) desais. 
kazi and muftis. 
Cambay was an importat trading and manufacturing centre since medieval 
times. During the Chalukya rule (942-1240) it was a prominenet port of Hindu 
kingdom of Gujarat. Since that period Cambays growing urbanization, strengthened 
by the activities of its heterogenous business communities was was spectacular. The 
port of Cambay enjoyed certain geographical advantages. It stood midway between 
the productive centres of Far East, Malay, and the Spice Islands and further beyond, 
China and Japan on one side and the ports of Persian and Arabian Gulfs on the other. 
Cambay continued to engage in coastal trade connecting their towns to ports along the 
Kathiawar Peninsula, Gulf of Kachh and Surat. It was also well connected with 
Ahmedabad and with major urban centres of India through that city. The market in 
''^ Ashin Das Gupat, 'Merchants of Surat c. 1700-50', op. cit., pp. 202-3 
™ Ibid. pp. 202-3 
' " See Syed Ali Nadeem Rezavi, 'The Mtasaddi of Surat in the Seventeenth Century', op. cit., pp. 
214-220; Farhat Hasan, 'The Mutasaddi of Surat- Evidence of Persian Records of the 17* 
Century', op. cit., pp. 276-79. 
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Cambay was extremely well organized and procurement of supplies was never a 
problem throughout the year. It also consist the preponderance of bania in the city. A 
number of the merchants had trade connection with West Asian ports as well. Cambay 
merchants and their merchandise constitute an important element of the annual fleets 
from Surat to Mocha, Jeddah and Basra. 
Broach was an important centre in Gujarat for the production of the best 
quality cotton and variety of textiles. Broach was inhabited by highly skilled 
artisans. These artisans manufacturing the best quality textiles for overseas trade. 
Broach was an excellent centre for dyeing and bleaching of variety of cloths. Several 
villages in its vicinity and the parganasof Jambusar and Amod produced the best 
cotton in Gujarat.The English had a correspondent and Dutch a factory at Broach. The 
city fetched high revenues to the state exchequer. 
Baroda manufactured the best quality cloth most of which was meant for 
overseas market. The brokers of Baroda greatly emphasized in supplying the textile 
goods to the Asian and European merchants. Baroda constitutes a large number of 
weavers who purchased raw cotton from the surrounding villages dependent on it. 
The demand for Baroda textile products kept the local spinners and weavers very 
busy. Baroda was also a noted cloth dyeing and bleaching centre. The other 
manufactures of the town included Gum-lac, gold and silver ornaments, furniture and 
Indigo. Its furniture had a ready market at Basra. Gum-lac and Indigo were purchased 
by Europeans. 
Jambusar specialized in the production of indigo which was inferior to that 
produced in Sarkhej.'^^' The little town of Nadiad and Dholka were the noted textile 
manufacturing centres. The differences being the most of the weavers of Dholka were 
Muslims. Dabhoi produced coarse textile goods it was an auxiliary of Broach. Its 
products usually sold at Broach. Sarkhej manufacture Indigo besides textile goods. 
Jean Baptiste Tavemier travelled several times in India between 1611 and 
1688; he visited Ahmedabad, Surat, Cambay, Broach, Baroda, and other towns of 
Gujarat several times during the period and made important observations. About 
Cambay he said that its artisans made beautiful cups, handle of swords, knives, beats 
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Broach and its surrounding regions produced the best quality of cotton. See Alexander Hamilton, 
A New Account of the East Indies: Being the Observations and Remarks of Capt. Alexander 
Hamilton from the Year 1688-1723, (New Delhi, 1955), p. 144; G.A. Nadri, Eighteenth Century 
Gujarat The Dynamics of its Political Economy, 1750-1800, op. cit., p. 133 
Ashin Das Gupat,'Merchants of Surat c. 1700-50', op. cit., pp. 202-5 
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and necklaces from the agate stones and these had ready markets in Asian and African 
countries.^^^ He states that Indigo is cultivated in the neighbourhood regions of 
Cambay and Ahmedabad. Baroda was cotton textile centre. Ahmedabad was the 
largest town in India and one where there is a considerable trade in silken stuffs, gold 
and silver tapestries, and others mixed with silk; saltpetre, sugar, ginger both candied 
and plain, tamarinds and Indigo cakes, which are made at three leagues from 
Ahmedabad, at a large town called SARKEJ'. 
The Broach and to a large extent Cambay continued to produce textiles on a 
substantial scale to cater to the growing demand from European, Asian and African 
markets. Tapidas Suri of Cambay, sailing from Cambay to Mangalore, a large vessel 
commanded by Trimbakdas Trikamdas. Apart from Tapidas, there was another 
Cambay Bania, Haridas Kalyan, taking out a pass in the year 1707-08.^°^ 
In the early 1750s there were 4000 looms in Kachh which gave employment to 
a considerable number of households.'^ °'*Compared with Kachh the textile output at 
Broach was higher and thus the number of looms and people involved in various 
stages of production there must also have been corresponding larger. The textile 
industry on the whole contributed greatly to the region's thriving commerce by 
catering to the Euro-Asian demands for textiles and to the general affluence and 
prosperity by generating ample income opportunities for a large nyroi>er o&m^ijj^ants 
and artisans. „ f £ ^ ^ Y 
Commercial Groups 'TS ^ y ' I 19 '^  ^ i ^ 
This trade was mostly conducted by Dutch East Indi§^C&n3Ra;jy_ (^V.Q,G^" f^ 
English East India Company (EIC) while others who were active'^n'Gujarat 
commerce includes Kashmiri, Arab, and Armenian, Paraks, Bohra and Chaleby 
merchants. 
The Dutch East India Company (VOC) was capable to dispose a large quantity 
of Japanese copper, sugar from Indonesia and China, iron, lead, Malaccan tin, 
Siamese ivory and sappanwood and spices especially cloves and nutmegs. In return 
Surat provided a variety of textiles and some other goods for Asian as well as for 
European markets. The Indian business communities at Surat consisted of the Hindus, 
202 
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The swords of Sirohi also had a good market and celebrated, almost, everywhere. 
Ashin Das Gupat, 'Merchants of Surat c. 1700-50', op. cit., p. 208 
Cloth and yam were dyed in blue and red by using indigo and sappanwood. See G.A. Nadri. 
Eighteenth Century Gujarat The Dynamics of Its Political Economy, 1750-1800, op. cit.. pp. 24-
27, 164. 
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the Muslims and to some extent, the Parsis. The Parsis were mainly involved in 
agriculture, weaving and crafts such as embroidery, ivory work, cabinet-making and 
carpentray. The Hindu community manufactured various items like, cotton and silk 
textile goods, Indigo, glass flask and bangles, saltpetre, lacquer ware, swords, gold 
and silver ornament, paper, soap, sugar. Gum-lac and agate goods. Shipping was an 
important profession mainly occupied by the Muslims. Ashin Das Gupta mentions 
that, 'very few ships owned by the Hindus'. Although, many Hindus played 
prominent role in the city, but they were merchants, brokers and sarafs not shipper. ^ "^  
It is held that the Muslims had an aversion to trade and commerce and they 
preferred government jobs. Most of the key administrative position was held by 
Muslims and they seldom operated as professional bankers and money-lenders.lt is 
possible that there was lack of interest among the Muslimsfor accounting and finance. 
Yet the contemporary records clearly show the existence of a large number of highly 
efficient and resourceful Muslim merchants in Surat. They dominated the shipping 
business in which very few Hindu merchant figures during this period.^ ^^ 
The Hindus far outnumbered the Muslims as merchants, traders, Shroffs or 
currency dealers, bankers and accountants in Surat. It was customary for a European 
traveller to use the term "banian''' for the Hindumerchants and traders. The term was 
used as occupational category and did not explain the caste affiliation of the bania. 
John Fryer who was in Surart in the 1670s writes that the Parsis were 'rather 
husbandmen than traders they supply the marine with carts drawn by oxen, the ships 
with wood and water. They were forefront of the ship building industry in Surart. A 
few Parsis were also engage in trade and money lending. ° .^ 
The mechanism of advance payment is variedly discussed by the scholars. 
They differed in their view, either it was an exploitation of the artisans and weavers or 
it proved beneficiary for them. 
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For instance in the Bruinink's list, all five mentioned Hindu names were merchants, brokers and 
sarafs. No one of them was a ship-owner. Ibid,, p. 208 
The English and Dutch factory records make only few references to Hindu ship-owners. One 
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Makrand Mehta writes that 'the Hindu artisans came from the lower caste 
and they were poor and ilUterate taking advantage of their helplessness, the Guajarati 
merchants (banias) belonging to the higher caste strata, exploited them by making 
advance payment for the purchase of raw materials. The bania exercise his authority 
on the artisans through the mechanism of advance money. 
While Ghulam Ahmad Nadri contrasts with the opinion of weakness of 
weavers (artisans) as they of course taking advance money but they sell the materials 
(raw or finished goods) on a market price. And advance payment was an agreement 
between weavers, artisans and merchants. 
Talking about weavers Ashin Das Gupta argued that 'it is superfluous to say 
that the weavers were poor and it is very difficult to discover how poor and oppressed 
in what manner. They were of course paid by the piece and according to their 
individual skill and the kind of cloth they wove.^°^ The wages paid to them varied 
according to circumstances. High price of food, cotton or in the case of printers. 
Indigo, would mean higher wages. A sudden scarcity of men would also raise the 
rates. Occasionally there was alternative employment in harvesting crops in the 
neighbouring fields. The season of the year was also important, as weavers were 
usually busy from September to February catering for the market in the Red Sea. 
Much depended naturally on where the weavers were and how organized they were, 
so that they might force better rates from the merchants'. One important advantage 
that the weavers enjoyed at the turn of the eighteenth century was that they could 
break their contracts provided. Merchants and producers had the inalienable right to 
sell to the highest bidder. Shippers were free to run their vessels anywhere they 
wished, they returned the money which had been advanced them. They incurred no 
penalties under such circumstances. The European never relished this freedom of the 
workers and by 1730 the English at Suart were coercing their weavers to honour their 
agreements.^'' 
In 1700 who had been taken away from the Old English by the Dutch to weave neccanees were re-
taken by the New EngHsh to weave baftas. They found more profit, the Dutch lodge said, in 
weaving baftas and retuned us the advance we had given them for the neccanees. See Ashin Das 
Gupta, Indian Merchants and the Decline ofSurat c. 1700-1750, op, cit., p. 36. 
^"' Ashin Das Gupta, 'Indian Merchants in the Age of Partnership, 1500-1800', in Dwijendra Tripathi 
(ed.), Business Communities of India A Historical Perspective, (Manohar, 1984) p. 29 
In 1722 weavers employed by the English factory were sounded by the Portuguese agent for more 
lucrative contracts but they refused. Never the less they were 'threatened' by James Hope 'for 
offering to go there [the Portuguese factory]...but they promising not to make one piece for them 
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In 1732 the Paraks(Parikh) family pointed out to the English factory that the 
coarse goods will be rather dearer by two anas per piece as the great sickness that has 
reigned this monsoon, has swept off great number of workmen. The factory thought 
the observation was just and the contract was made accordingly. Later in the same 
year, the English were afraid that large Portuguese orders were going to raise the 
wages in town. While prices rose at Surat because there was fewer weavers and large 
orders in 1732/33 a similar problem came up in the sister city of Cambay where the 
English factors stressed the importance of the market in the Red Sea. 
No trade can flourish unless supported by a well established credit and 
exchange networks. Merchants and sarrafs therefore pursued complementary 
professions. The frequent reference of sahukars, sarrafs, Seths and mahajans signify 
an extended network of pre-modem banking. The big Hindu merchants of Gujarat 
undertook to exchange money and offer credit to the merchants in general. Nana 
Ratan Das was a merchant engaged in money lending in Jambusar. Madan Gopal 
was a sarraf and being a leader of this group was highly respected in Ahmedabad by 
other sarrafs}^^Goku\ Das, sahukars and Kolitan sarrafs at Ahmedabad advanced 
loans to Rustam Ali Khan and thier sons Mina Shah and Kandas reportedly came to 
Surat to realise the amount lent to Rustam Ali Khan. '^'* Jiwan Das, Kishwar Das and 
Mulchand were other important sarrafs. Against Mulchand a Turkish merchant 
9 1 f. 
claimed pearls worth a lakh of rupees. The sarrafs issued and discounted hundis 
which was still the chief form of bills. By 1727 the rate at which hundis was 
discounted is reported Rs. 1, per 100 rupees which was enhanced by Nazim Sarbuland 
Khan to Rs. 4 per 300 rupees. 
It is interesting to note that the Europeans were also engage in mone\ 
lending.in 1720s a lender of money Gomes Febos, a British Jew, when died it was 
seen that his clients included not only British company, which could never supply its 
employees with funds at the proper time, but Voss, the Dutch Company's employee. 
several Armenian merchants and numerous Banias of the city.^'^ 
and the brokers pleading in their behalf dismissed them. See Ashin Das Gupta, Indian Merchants 
and the Decline of Surat c. 1700-1750, op. cit., p. 36-38. 
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At the turn of 1 S '^century or more accurately till death of Aurangzeb, trade at 
Surat would appear to have been a fairly favourable position. Indian shipping in 
particular seemed to be doing extremely well. At that time the English council in their 
consultation 19 April 1701 noted "the inhabitant of the city having built such a 
number of shipping that unless the European interfere may in a little time make 
themselves by their frugality". The years at the turn of 18"^  century would thus appear 
to have been exceptionally good for trade at Surat that is for trade in Gujarat and 
much of Northern India. But serious trouble began immediately after the death of 
Emperor Aurangzeb. 
In a letter from Surat dated 4 February 1708 J. Grooten Huijs, the Dutch 
director noted that "trade that had been hampered after the death of Aurangzeb, was 
now as war of succession developed, at a standstill throughout the country because the 
routes round about Agra are too unsafe in the lower lands (mainly to be understood as 
Gujarat) and about Ahmedabad things are somewhat more peaceftil". The Shroffs 
who remitted money to Agra had already suspended business and all merchants 
trading to that area were in trouble. In 1710, however, it was again noted that trade 
was normal at Surat, Cambay, Broach, and Ahmedabad. 
all available evidences indicates that the first serious break down affected the 
heartland of the empire and within the first two decades security of transport 
disappeared in the region of Delhi and Agra.The outcome of this as far as trade was 
concerned was two fold. On the one hand the export of major products from interior 
of India gradually died out and on the other a gult developed on the part of Surat in 
those commodities which had market in the upcountry towns. 
In 1720 the Dutch council at Surat informed Amsterdam that Dariahadi 
Chadar (bedspread from the neighbourhood of Lucknow) and the Indigo of Biana 
fbest quality grown in the vicinity of Agra) were not to be produced. Ill security of 
transport had been re established, those consigrmients which were now luckily coming 
through cost about 50% of their purchase price more in transport and to it was added a 
loss of 10-15% on remittance from Surat to Agra.'^ '^  At the same time it was found 
extremely difficult to sell any Indonesian spices at Suart these depressed conditions in 
the market were repeatedly noted in the 1720s. Several merchants either suspended 
Ashin Das Gupta, 'Trade and Politics in 18* Century India', in D.S. Richards ed., Islam and 
Trade of Asia, (Oxford, 1970) pp. 188. 
^" For details see Ashin Das Gupta, 'Trade and Politic in 18* Century India', op.cit., p. 188-
90 
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their business or shifted to other places which were less affected.The Kashmiri 
merchants who were the largest exporter of the spices to the interior, suspending 
business. 
In 1721 Purushottam Das wrote of a 25% rise in the price of goods at 
Ahmedabad and noted that he was working without eating and sleeping day and night 
to get the Qafila for the Dutch ready in time while the merchants for the Red Sea were 
strenuously busy.^^^But this scene of extremely busy trading metropolis disappears 
from his letters in four years time. In 1725 he spoke of a terror striken mercatile 
community repeatedly forced to pay contribution to the governor Hamid Khan paying 
100% more in export duties shut off from their sources of supply meditating flight 
from the accursed city. ^^ .^ In 1736-7 the seize, however, did not paralyze all business 
activities. The tradesmen and merchants had large stocks of varieties of cloth and 
other manufactures ready for sale in the market all over India and for exports to other 
parts. They paid heavy duties demanded by the Bhandari for permission to remove 
their goods outside the city gates while Momin Khan's official demanded another ten 
percent duty before they woul permit the articles to pass. 
The flourishing silk manufacturing industry of Ahmedabad, whose products 
were in demand all over India and were exported by land and sea to the countries of 
the Middle East to Abyssinia, and to Europe, was hence forth on the decline and its 
powerful mahajans soon after cease to exist as a separate guild.^ '^' 
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Ashin Das Gupta reported that, in the season 1722, no bids at all were made for the imported 
spices for three months after the arrival of the ships and brokers reported that no merchant had the 
confidence to make purchases and the last year's imports were still in the city. On 26 April 1723 
the Dutch council at Sural wrote to high council of the Indies at Batavia. Suart at the moment is 
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CHAPTER FOUR 
MERCANTILE COMMUNITY AND ADMINISTRATION 
Kautalya in Arthshastra comments that the businessman was a thief but was 
not called so. And the Rajasthani proverb "the Jain bania does not drink water 
unless it is filtered but does not mind sucking the unfiltered blood of the 
poor" articulate the pains and feelings of people oppressed by banias, who practiced 
various activities of business and trade. 
But in the subah of Gujarat case was different. Here merchants and 
businessman are honoured and respected by people. Folk tales ''shah saudagar" or 
great businessman, merchants and traders occupied a place of honour and respect in 
popular imagination. In Gujarat traders,financiers and merchants largely found them 
engage with the interest of the inhabitants. When royal officers andlandholders tried 
to exploit them and executed heavy ransom it was this class who purchase peace.The 
welfare and happiness of the people, prosperity and richness in the city and well being 
of the common people was maintained by head of the merchants. He was also 
instructed to maintain peace and provide security to others, in their respective works 
and professions. In Gujarat long before the modem time business was more valued 
and respected than any other parts of India. 
During 1731a parwana wassentin favour of Khushal Chand 
Jauhari,«agar.ye//iof Ahmedabad instructing him "to attend the welfare of the epeople, 
prosperity of the city, well-being of the common folk,and manage affairs with such 
diligence that persons may devote themselves with satisfactionto their respective work 
and profession".^^^ 
However, for the discussion on this topic, materials are in deficient.Ashin Das 
Gupta comments: "I do not know of any Indian material directly bearing upon the 
trade; however, the famous Persian hxsioryMirat-i AhmadicovsxgQ\QXQd in the 1750s by 
Ali Muhammad Khan, the last of the imperial dewans...'' has some supplementary 
^ '^ Dwijendra Tripathi and Makrand Mehta, 'Class, Character of Guajarati Business Community', in 
Dwijendra Tripathi (ed.) Business Communities of India A Historical Perspective. (New Delhi. 
1984), pp. 151-172 
^^ * Ibid., pp. 151-172 
^ '^ Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, p. 158, Cf. G.A. Nadri, Merchants in the Late Mughal Gujarat- Evidence from 
Two Major Persian Sources', op. cit., p. 69. 
^^ * Ashin Das Gupta, 'The Merchants of Surat, c. 1700-50', in Edmund Leach and S.N. 
Mukherjee(ed.) Elites in South Asia, (Cambridge, 1970) p. 201. 
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information on the topic. Scholars like M. P. Singh, Jawaid Akhtar M. Afzal 
Khan Farhat Hasan andGhulam Ahmad Nadri used two Persian sources to 
provide useful information on merchant's activities and their relation with 
administration.G.A. Nadri writes: "historians relied on European sources for the study 
on merchants and trade". 
The commercial class in Gujarat was extremely heterogeneous, including both 
Hindus and Jains, both Suimi and Shia Muslims of both local and foreign origins. 
Parsis, and from the sixteenth century Europeans of various nationalities. Talking 
about the leading merchants of Surat Ashin Das Gupta noted two situations when 
eventually he provide two lists, one belongs to Dutch Directuer Herman Bruinink, 
when he tried to prove the conspiracy of Abraham Weijns with Mutasaddi, drew up 
a declaration, which he had attested by the seals of the great merchants of the city 
Muslims as well as Hindus', their names are as follows: Mulla Muhammd son of 
Muhammad Ali, Haji Ahmad Chellaby, Ibrahim Chellaby, Hasan Chellaby, Sheikh 
Muhammad Kodsi, Hasan Dadawi, Abdul Rahaman Sulaimanji, Omar Chellaby. 
Sheikh Ali Kaderi, Haji Hussain Abid, Muhammad Salebi Saketti, Haji Muhammad 
Baghdadi, Mustafa, Abdul Kader Kamal, Mustafa Sale [Saleh], Muhammad Aref. 
Kika Dada, Vanarasidas Vallabhdas, Tapidas Revadas and Vallabh Daldas. And the 
second list was enclosed in a letter to Robert Cowan, governor of Bombay, by Ahmad 
Chalebi dated at Surat, 24 September 1732. In this letter Ahmad Chalebi Thanks 
Cowan for his support in the rebellion of merchants against the Mutasaddiof Surat. 
Here we find the list of the principal inhabitants of the city, Syeds officers and 
merchants testifying the gratitude of the city. The list is drawn up in two columns. 
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which is as follows: Ahmad Chellaby, Abdul Kader, Abdul Gunny, Abbdul Fattah, 
Abdul Rahman, Abdul Salem, Mahmud Sayyid, Ibrahim Hasan, Ali Ibrahim, Abdul 
Rahman, Sulaimanji, Rahim MuUa, in one column, and , Syed Zainal Abidin, Syed 
AbduUa ibn Xarife, Syed Abdul Kader ibn Ahmad, Syed Ataula ibn Ismael, Syed 
Sayyid ibn Omar, Kazi Hydaitullah, Mufti Azimuddin, Mufti Lutftillah, the third 
mufti (with name) Haji Ahmad Soalia, and Mahmud Arifa. 
Except these two lists of merchants there were some other influential 
merchants who were not included in any one of the two lists. Seth Laldas was the 
head of the family of Parakss. Another omission from both these lists, that of the 
leading Parsi family of Rustumjis.'^ ^^ Reason of the omission from the first list, most 
probably, as they provide important brokers to the English during this half century. 
And omission from the second list, as Ahin Das Gupta writes that: although the 
Hindus were numerically by far the largest group and no doubt controlled much of the 
wealth in town, individually the Muslim ship-owners were the wealthiest and most 
influential.^^^ The omission of the Armenian, Kashmiri, Jewish or Sindhi merchants 
can be explained similarly as, although they carried on important trade in Suart, 
individually none of them merited inclusion. 
Ghulam Ahmad Nadri, also provided a list of merchants' name which are as 
follows: Mir Zahid son of Mirza Mohsin (17 November, 1721), Abdur Rahman (29 
October, 1725 and 5 November, 1725), Muhammad Hashim (19 July, 1726), Husain 
Hamdan (19 July, 1726), Abdur Rahman Ishaq (8 September, 1720), Muhammad Arif 
(19 July, 1726), Muhammad Omar (19 July, 1726), Usman (19 July, 1726), Haji Sher 
Beg (19 July, 1726), Laldas Damni (28 June, 1726), Manik Das (19 July, 1726), 
Tapidas (19 July, 1726), and Lai Dhani (9 October, 1725) etc.^ ""^  
Political Participation 
Commerce and politics had close relation to each other since long before. This 
relation dwindled down during the eighteenth century in Gujarat. The Mughal 
Imperial officers found them unableto cope with the situation.They were always in 
need of money.The merchants were forced upon to supply parts of their earnings from 
commerce and trade.The collapse of Mughal and Safavid Empire in the early 
" ' Ibid., p. 204 
The fortune of this family that of 'Rustumjis'was founded by man who was of the priestly classes 
among the Parsis and very poor before he took the trade. Ibid., p. 206 
^" Ibid., p. 204 
G.A. Nadri provides this information on the basis of Mirat-ul Haqaiq.See G.A. Nadri, 'Merchants 
in the Late Mughal Gujarat- Evidence from Two Major Persian Sources', op. cit., p. 73 
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eighteenth century and Marathas inroads put a stoppage to trade. Unfortunately for 
Gujarat all concerned trade and mercantile activities interrupted. The affluent 
merchants were subjected to excessive extortion throughout much of my period of 
study. Inspite of this,the principal merchants had common cause with the senior 
officials and leading divines. In any public matter of great importance these principal 
inhabitants were always consulted, and often invited to work in the interest of the city. 
It is largely held Gujarat was an emporium of wealth, where merchants 
cherished their desires by virtue of their wealth and influence.The weak entity of state 
also supported their cause.Ghulam Ahmad Nadriopined that 'Gujarati merchants kept 
aloof fi-om direct-participation in polities', but Mulla Muhammad Ali's transfer of a 
hundi of Sixty thousand '^*' rupees suggest that he was interested to hold the post of 
Mutasaddi. Although, there is a possibility that he was desirous for this to avoid the 
interference of other officials, and for the coomercial benefits. 
However, the indirect political participation of merchants are concern, we 
have ample examples that merchants were having close relations with their favourite 
Mughal officers and were capable enough to interfere in administration. It is held that 
Mulla Muhammad Ali had maintained very cordial relations with the local officials. 
The appointment and removal of the Mutasaddi was influenced with his presence. 
Each Mutasaddi was entertained by Mulla Muhammad Ali before entering or leaving 
in the city. '^'^  Mulla Ali's association with local offials was very benefitial for him, 
and safety for profession. He was capable to purchase profit at any cost. Ahmad 
Chalebi was also very active and played crucial role by participating in agitation 
against the administration. Some times he was accompanied by Mulla Muhammad 
Ali, who participated in agitation very cautiously.^''''Mulla Muhammad Ali and 
Ahmad Chalebi played an important role in the politics of Gujarat during two decades 
(especially betweenl723 to 36).They exerted political power in appointment and 
removal of officers. They played very crucial role in overthrowing Sohrab Khan from 
the Mutasaddiship of Surat and appointing Tegh Beg Khan for the same post.The 
participation of other than nobles in eighteenth politics had been largely seen. M. N. 
Pearon viewed that, 'locally powerfiil people did not suddenly emerge into political 
Mulla Muhammad Ali tried to purchase a sanad, for his son Fakhruddin as Mutasaddi of Surat. He 
sent a hundi sixty thousands rupees to Hafiz Khidmatgar Khan for this purpose. 
•^•^  Mirat-ul Haqaiq, f. 203a 
"^^  Ibid, ff. 282a-b, 287a. 
^^ Ibid., K 362a, 363a. 
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roles; he believes that it was only after 'as Delhi's authority weakened in the early 
eighteenth century', '^*^ other groups make their entrance. 
Ashin Das Gupta's article is a detail study on an open revolt by the merchants 
of Surat in 1732. '^'^  Ashin Das Gupta, at least in this article, asserts that how locally 
powerfiil people emerged into open political participation. The political system during 
this period is seen as new particularly because locally powerftil people were drawn 
into the political process. The merchants were clearly powerftil people. The basic 
resource of Guajarati merchant was capital. Some idea of size of their resource can be 
gained by estimating the value of the seaborne trade of Gujarat, most of which they 
controlled. Ashin Das' article brings out the important roles of merchants in politics. 
The merchants' influence in politics was not new. Gujarati merchants played 
influential roles in sixteenth and seventeenth century politics as well. Shantidas as the 
nagarsethof Ahmedabad acted on his own as an intermediary between the whole 
merchants of the city and government. ^ The politics of eighteenth century Gujarat 
features the existence of several other participants in Mughal political system, other 
than nobles, which includes merchants, big zamindars, Sufis and Pirs. 
M. N. Pearson remarks that 'if a merchant lacked the desire or opportunity to 
enter the noble class, or the service of noble, he could still, as we have seen, be 
influential, for money meant power. There are cases in the sixteenth and seventeenth 
centuries of the state or the individual officials lending money to merchants, and 
merchants lending money to the state or nobles'. '^** It continued in eighteenth century. 
Sohrab Khan, the Mutasaddiof Surat, was in great debt tothree major creditors Mulla 
Muhammad Ali (the merchants prince of Surat ) Seth Laldas (broker of the English 
East India Company) and Seth Dayaram (broker of the Dutch East India Company). In 
order to meet the debt of Mulla Ali he assigned him part of the customs of the port of 
Surat.^ '*^ He appointed his own dewan Manikchand to collect it.'^ '^^ Mulla Muhammad 
Ali was aone of the largest creditors among the local merchants. He credited to the 
English, Dutch, local merchants and local administration as well.^^'. 
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Apart from Indian merchants, outside merchants also took part in local politics 
by late 1740s. The English as a mercantile community had begun to influence the 
local politics of Gujarat first by favouring the cause of the local merchants as in mid-
1720s and then by participating in the political affairs of Surat. The other European 
mercantile communities like Dutch and French also participated with little hesitation. 
In the 1746-47 the English along with the Dutch, French, Arab and Turkish merchants 
decided to support the efforts of Sayyad Acchan (Sayyid Muinuddin) to over throw 
Safdar Muhammad Khan the Mutasaddi in anticipation that the former would offer 
better terms of trade.^^^ The Dutch being the major commercial rivals of the English 
were won over by Safdar Khan who finally emerged as victorious. \ 
The Dutch were gravely embarrassed from the polical moves of merchants in 
early 1730s.Their major difficulty was that their lodge was situated exactly between 
the locality of the merchants and the residence of the aristocrats. They knew their 
factory would certainly be the target of the governor's artillery immediately came in 
on the opposite side. Therefore the directour forcefully instructed to Heeren XVII to 
remain neutral in local conflict of 1732. Unfortunately for them, the merchants 
suspected the Dutch of siding with the governor and decided to leave no one of Dutch 
blood alive in Surat if these suspicions were not immediately alleviated. However 
they declared for the merchants. 
By this time the positive orders of the court of directors to the company's 
servants in India on the subject of political neutrality were strictly obeyed by chiefs of 
the factories. More than one hundred and forty years after the establishment of 
English factory on the Tapti, the company's agent wished to play the role of 
merchants only and nothing more. And their subsequent acquisition of political power 
at Suart was in a large measure in forced upon them by the chaotic conditions in 
which they found themselves involved. 
Owing to the exactions of Sarbuland Khan SethKhushal Chand the hereditary 
Nagarsethof Ahmedabad fled to Delhi. When Abhay Singh was appointed ihtNazim. 
he returned to Ahmedabad in company of Raja Vakhatchand, the Nazim's brother. 
Khushal Chand brought with him an imperial panvana bearing the seal of Samsam-ud 
Daulah (Khan-i Dauran, the Amir-ul Umarah) of the empire and address to the Abhay 
"^ Mirat-i Ahmadi, pp. 361, 387-91. 
Safdar Khan also secured the assistance of Habshis and other foreign merchants. Edalji Dosabhai, 
A History of Gujarat, op. cit, p. 187. 
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Singh thcNazim, the Maharaja is informed that Khushal Chand had been appointed by 
the Emperor as the Nagarsethof Ahmedabad and had been presented with a dress of 
honour, a ruby and ear rings and instructed to return to Ahmedabad. The Nazim 
should order his officials to allow him to carry out the duties pertaining to his office 
so that the welfare of the people and the prosperity of the city may be ensured. The 
document is dated September 14,1732.^ '^* 
Within two years of SethKhushal Chand's return to Ahmedabad from Delhi 
his relation with Ratan Singh Bhandari became acutely strained. This was due to 
Bohra leader Ahmad, who had some years before been instrumental in getting Seth 
Gangadas heavily mulcted and had thereafter actively helped and cooperated with the 
deputy viceroy in his illegal fines and exactions. Here we again find some clue that 
mercantile community had some relations with the Mughal officials though in lawless 
activities. 
In 1733, Cowji Framji spread a rumor in the city that Nowroji Rustumji his 
uncle, had lost one lakh ofrupees he had invested in respondentia at Bombay and, 
fiirther, that the governor of Bombay had extorted forty thousand rupees more from 
him. Once the rumour got about a run started on Manakji Nowroji son of Nowroji 
Rustumji, at Surat, and he saved himself from total ruin only through the powerful 
support of several of the leading sarafs and merchants. 
Merchant's Agitation 
Agitation was an important weapon used by the merchant community in 
Gujarat. They mostly used populous gathering to pressurize the officials and enforced 
them to accept their demands. In the first place the leaders of different communities 
would meet the Mutasaddi and request him to redress their grievances, if 
unsuccessful, then the merchants would gather up general support, by passing round 
charter of their demands, organinizinf meeting at the home of the head of the 
merchants, and a representation would be made to the imperial court through their 
vakils. If again the problem was not solved, the merchant's agitation would turn in 
ugly phase. The merchants would threat to shut their shops and offices, general 
cession of business, and disperse in the surrounding villages which cause decline in 
the income of the city of Surat.Several Hindu and Parsi merchants retired to their 
ancestral seats. The nature of the action was largely depends on occasions. 
"^' Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, pp. 193-4 
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During the second decade of the eighteenth century (1723-26) as less as five 
major agitational measures reportedly, made by merchants of Surat against the policy 
of repression and forceful exactions by local administration. And almost, every time 
administration was compelled to accepted their charter of demands and promised to 
fulfil them. 
On 27 January, 1723 AhmadChalebi, Abdur Rahman bin Muljam and some 
other merchants and common people submitted a charter of their demands to the 
MutasaddiMomin Khan. Momin Khan accepted their demands and the agitators 
returned to the city. Mirat-ul Haqaiq provide useful information about the details of 
the merchant's demands and their approval by Mutasaddi. 
When their demands were not implemented even after passing, almost, one 
year the merchants again united for agitation on 1 January 1724. Ahmad Chalebi. 
Abdur Rahman Muljam, Lai Damni and general public put the charter of their 
grienvances to Mutasaddi Momin Khan and ask him to implement them soon. 
However, Momin Khan ensured them for implementation of their demands. 
Similar agitations by merchants eventuated on 29 October, 1725 during the 
period of Sohrab Ali Khan, the new Mutasaddi of Surat succeded his father Rustam 
Ali Khan. This time merchant prince Mulla Muhammad Ali along with Ahmad 
Chalebi, Abdur Rahman and other merchants and money lenders assembled at Lai 
Bagh against the repressive policies of Sohrab'sofficials. They put a charter of 
twenty-three demands^^^ before Sohrab Khan. Sohrab Khan accepted the charter and 
promised to execute them, after that merchants returned to the city. Mulla Muhammad 
Ali and Ahmad Chalebi presented a horse to Sohrab Khan separately. 
The merchants of Surat again remonstrated in 1726 under the leadership of 
Mulla Muhammad Ali. Ahmad Chalebi, Abdur Rahman Muljam, Lai Das 'Dallal' (an 
English broker), Lai Das Damni and many others were embodied in this 
agitation.^^'This was provoked by an abusive remark against Ahmad Chalebi's 
personal reputation, social status, and professional credentials. On 27 June 1726 
Gadai Beg Khan accused Ahmad Chalebi as a "mischievous man instigating the 
255 Mirat-ul Haqaiq, ff, 235a-36b, 263a-64a, 363a-64a, 419b, 421a-b, 422a-b, 455a, 
"* Ibid, 235b. 
" ' Ibid, ff. 235b-237a. 
" ' Ibid, ff. 263a-64b. 
'^^  Ibid, ff. 362a, 363a-64a. 
^^ Ibid, f. 263a. 
*^' Ibid, f. 419b. 
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people to sedition."'^ ^^ However, Ahmad Chalebi felt insult, and they assembled near 
Surat fort and demanded an explanation from qila'dar (commander of Surat castle) 
Beglar Khan and his two nephews Gadai Beg Khan^^^ and Tegh Beg Khan.^ '^^ On 29 
June 1726 a statement was drawn up in favour of Ahmad Chalebi declaring him a 
man of good character and concern only with his professional business. 
On 6 July 1726 a petition was sent to the imperial court accusing the two 
nephews of Beglar Khan for exacting four lakhs of rupees each from the merchants by 
using force. They were also accused for exacting ten to twelve lakhs of rupees under 
the pretext of fee for granting permission to built new houses.The victims under this 
pretence made a request for the return of their amount to them.This proved a cause of 
fright to the qila'dar and his two nephews. Realising the influence of Mulla 
Muhammad Ali Beglar Khan andhis two nephewssent Bishab Rai to him for the 
conclusion of peace. However, after strong promises merchant prince agreed to return 
to the city, ^^^and soon after he went to dine with two brothers upon their invitation 
and also ask them to come at Athawa. 
Mulla Muhammad Ali was very popular merchant of Surat. When Sohrab 
Khan or more accurately his dewan had defied the Marathademands for Chauth and 
as a result of they cut off all supplies to the city, Surat was in a dire-state. Prices of 
essentials like food, straw, and common fuel (like wood) had risen to unheard 
heights.On 2 February 1730Mulla Muhammad Ali along with the Kazi, the Mufti, and 
Syed Ali, (a local religious leader) called on Mutasaddi^dhxob Ali Khan to make 
peace with Marathas. Muhammad Ali threatened the MutasaddiWiXh the closure of all 
the mosques in the city if nothing was done.'^ ^^ However, Sohrab Khan asks them to 
be patient while negotiation is going on with Marathas.He also made an appeal to 
merchants, particularly Indians, to import whatever grain they could from the ports of 
Sind. He issued an order to free such import fromimposing any duty.^ ^^ 
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After one month MuUa Muhammad AH along with Kazi, Seth Laldas, and 
Tapidas visited Sohrab Khan with similar complaints. Sohrab Khan freed them to 
negotiate peace with the Marathas on whatever terms they could obtain. The 
merchants negotiated a compromise with the Marathas in early of March 1730. And 
grain began to reach into Surat agam. 
In 1730 the Mutasaddi Sohrab Ali Khan tried to execute money from 
the insurers. He ordered them to produce their books, but they refused. They were 
arrested along with Dada Paraks who entreated to fiimish a loan of one lakh rupees in 
the form of a bill of exchange to the court. When this news spread all leading shroffs 
{sarrafs) closed their books and shut up their shops. Business activities were on the 
way decline. The pressure created by leading men of the city obliged Sohrab Khan to 
release Dada Paraks, on 18 April 1730 without spending any money.^^'Sohrab Khan 
was unable to extract any thing as present situation may fell upon him. He assured the 
merchamnts for good conduct in ftiture.But 'good conduct' of the kind merchants 
desired was impossibility under the circumstances. Seth Laldas, Dayaram '^'^  and many 
other merchants warned the Mutasaddi Sohrab Ali Khan in open darbar that if he did 
not stop his policy of extortion and illegal exaction many of them would be compelled 
to leave the city and settle at any other place where a good hearted and good natured 
administrator was to be found. 
Due to arduous realtions with Mulla Muhammad Ali Sohrab's financial 
condition was not good. As he was unable to discharge the accumulated debts he 
assigned some parts of the customs of the Surat port to meet the debts.As Ali 
Muhamad Khan's money was no more available he tried various means to meet his 
expenditure. In November 1730 Sohrab Ali Khan arrested the young son of Dada 
Paraks and obtained money. Mulla Mohammad Ali intervened for the youth and had 
him released, but he had been so severly whipped while in custody that he died two 
days after.^ ^^ 
In the local conflict of 1732 Tegh Beg Khan received some support from the 
Sidi and the Europeans and managed to expel his enemies by September of the same 
"" Ibid., p. 150. 
^'' Ibid., p. 151. 
Seth Dayaram, broker of Dutch company. Ruidas, Dayaram's father, was a munshi at the Dutch 
warehouse at Surat and took to trade into a modest way, on which his sons built. See Ashin Das 
Gupat, 'Merchants of Surat c. 1700-50', op. cit., p. 206. 
"^ Ibid. pp. 150-160. 
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year. They were however unable to change the nature of the government at Surat as 
the governor they selected for themselves turned out to be just as oppressive. The 
complete unity which was achieved in this instance was never recaptured. It appears 
from that the mercantile communities at Surat, when united on any particular issue, 
was an important counter-weight to the political hierarchy in the town. 
Bohra and Chalebi Merchants 
The prosperity of the Surat port had been due to the commerce carried on by 
traditional groups of local traders. In these years the Bohras were probably the most 
affluent among them, both Sunni and Shia.The former constituted a larger group 
{Jama-i Kalan) and the latter smaller one (Jama-i Khurd)?^^ The fortune of the 
family of IsmailiBohras had been founded by Mulla Abdul Ghafur in the second 
half of the seventeenth century. He is considered the richest merchant of his time, 
earned the title of Umdat-ut Tujjar (chief of merchants). He was the biggest ship-
owner of the time and exerted great influence in the overseas commerce of Gujarat. 
The members of this family were always called as ''Mullas" or "Maulanas'\ It is 
possible that Mulla Abdul Ghafur, before he reached on top through trade, was 
connected with a mosque, probably as a teacher.'^ ^^ All the Mullas were always 
referred as Bohras. The fact that they were Ismailis used their private mosque the 
family had near their ancestral home. The Sunni Bohras usually went to public 
mosques. Further there is the fact that Ismaili Bohras at Surat are called 'Mulla 
Bohras'. The major concentration of the Mulla family was in shipping. Some data 
on the shipping controlled by the Mullas are available from the list of passes issued by 
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Dutch between the years 1707 and 1736?^' After which unfortunately this annual list 
disappears from the Dutch papers. 
In 1725 the Ismaili and Sunni Bohras were exacted Rs. 40,000 and Rs. 80,000 
respectively.^^^On 1 June 1731, MuUa Muhammad Ali had sent Rs. 1200 as nazar 
(presents) to Mustafa Khan, as had other merchants according to their ability. A 
large extortion of money from the Bohras appears often to take place. Muhammad 
Abdul Wahid was forced to pay 60/70,000 by the governor of Surat in 1742-43.^^-
MuUa Abdul Ghafiir died in 1718. ^^^Mulla Abdul Hai succeeded him but he shortly 
died.^ ^^ After the death of his father Mohammad Ali had inherited a very considerable 
property and through vigorous pursuit of commerce had soon become the greatest 
merchant that ever lived. The number of ships owned by Mullas should give us some 
idea of the wealth of the family. It is of course impossible to gain any precise 
information about this. At his death in 1718, Abdul Ghaftir has left eight and a half 
988 
million rupees in cash. In addition to his ships and a very considerable amount in 
cash Ghafiir also left a garden in the northern suburb of the city, a family mansion 
in Saudagar-Pura, the locality of the merchants within the city, at least one other 
house in its neighborhood, a mosque probably also in the same neighborhood, a wharf 
to the south and some landed property on an island near Gogo in the Gulf of 
Cambay. Muhammad Ali, his grandson, concentrated on the development of the 
southern property and gradually, by acquiring more land round about the wharf and 
building on it. He had transformed the old landing place in to an impressive suburban 
^" The passes which were issued to anyone have the date of issue, the name of ship, the name of its 
owner, the community to which he belonged, the name of the Nakhuda, who would command the 
ship during the intended voyages, the tonnage of ship, the number of its guns and finally its 
destination. Ashin Das Gupat, 'Merchants of Surat c. 1700-50', op. cit., p. 207 
'^^  Mirat-ul Haqaiq, f. 349a. 
^" Ibid.U6\ 
^^ Mirat-iAhmadi, II, p. 106. Cf. G.A. Nadri, 'Merchants in Late Mughal Gujarat', op. cit., p. 73. 
^'' Ibid., p. 323. Cf. G.A. Nadri, 'Merchants in Late Mughal Gujarat', op. cit., p. 73. 
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complex. He built a fort there, several houses, and even laid down few streets. The 
whole thing he called Maqbulabad. In 1720s with its fortified points and everything 
else, it was thought that Maqbulabad had become 'a new Surat'. 
Mulla Muhammad Ali had occupied a peculiar position in the affairs of the 
town. He was most prosperous merchant. Itimad Ali Khan's diary reveals that Mulla 
Muhammad Ali was a merchant of long standing. He rose first to become a prominent 
merchant of Surat and subsequently the leader of the merchant community. Using the 
Persian diary of Itimad Ali Khan, M. P. Singh writes: "Mulla Muhammad Ali besides 
being a rich man and large ship-owner he allied himself with other traditional rival 
merchant groups to form a guild (panchayat) to defend their common cause vis-a-vis 
the local administration".M. Afzal Khan writes: "Mohammad Ali being the richest 
and perhaps the senior most merchant seem always to have been in the forefront of 
the merchant's agitation.^^' Ghulam Ahmad Nadri writes:"Mulla Muhammad Ali was 
not only the richest merchant of his time but surpassed even his grandfather in matters 
of wealth and political influence. His ships constantly plied between Surat and Jeddah 
and Mocha. While in the east his ships sailed to Bengal". He also developed a close 
association with the individual local officials to safeguard his own interests of his 
fellow merchants. He won over successive governors of Ahmedabad and Mughal 
court by sending rich presents and occasionally bribing whenever hard pressed'.^ "^^ 
He tried to purchase the post of Mutasaddifor his son Mula Fakhruddin^ '^* and 
he sent a hundi of Rs. 60,000 to Hafiz Khidmatgar Khan for the purpose to 
arrange a sanad for his son from the court.^'^ This infuriated Tegh Beg Khan and his 
hostility led to the arrest and then the murder of Mulla Muhammada Ali in 1733.^ '^ **He 
^" Mirat-ul Haqaiq, ff. 235a-236b, 263a-64a, 362a, 363a-64a, 419b, 421a-b, 422a-b, 455a; M.P. 
Singh, 'Mulla Muhammad' Ali, The Merchant Prince of Sural', op.cit., p. 293 
'^^  Mirat-ul Haqaiq, ff. 372a, 441b, 443a, 489a; M.P. Singh, 'Mulla Muhammad' Ali, The Merchant 
Prince of Surat', pp. 291-96; G.A. Nadri, 'Merchants in the Late Mughal Gujarat- Evidence from 
Two Major Persian Sources' op. cit., p. 66 
'^^  M.P.Singh, 'Mulla Muhammad' Ali, The Merchant Prince of Surat', op. cit., p. 292 
'^^  Mulla Fakhruudin was the younger son of Mulla Muhammad Ali. He submitted a petition for a 
grant of mansab of 3000, title of Fakhruddin Khan, and a sanad of Mutasaddi of Surat. Mir at-i 
Ahmadi, transl., p. 500. 
^'' Ibid., p. 500 
His real name was Khwaja Ambar and he had been from childhood in the service of Aurangzeb. In 
the reign of Muhammad Shah he became one of Koki Jiu's faithfiil agents in securing bribes from 
job seekers. Muntakhab-ul Lubab, II, p. 940. Cf. Z.U. Malik, 'The Rise of Tegh Beg Khan- First 
Nawab of Surat, 1733-46, op. cit., p. 62 
^" Mirat-i Ahmadi, II, p. 153 
Ibid., pp. 154-55, 168-69; Ashin Das Gupta, Indian Merchants and the Decline of Sural 1750-
1800, op. cit., p. 232 
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was very much secure to join any organization or agitation against the local 
administration. He tried to maintain a good relation with the local officials. He 
represents a case where political power was exerted by merchant in individual 
capacity not as the head of the corporate body. Once a representation of merchants 
and general people was organized against Momin Khan, the Mutasaddi, MuUa 
Muhammad Ali manages to escape from this conspicuously.^'^As Ashin Das Gupta 
using European sources writes: "Muhammad Ali did not attest 'Bruinink declaration' 
probably because he thought this sort of things beneath his dignity and he was at the 
time virtually, the governor of Surat in all except name.''°° 
In February 1730 Mulla Muhamad Ali received afaraman allowing him to 
enlarge his defensive works and right of mint coper coins.^'^'On 4 Marches 1730, on 
an auspicious day, he struck the first coins in his mint. In spite of occasional 
difficulties Mulla Muhammad Ali cherished a desire to develop and fortify the port at 
Athawa for which he obviously needed the support of the officials at Surat. By virtue 
of his enormous wealth and influence he manipulated the appointment of the 
Mutasaddisof Surat. In 1729 Sohrab Ali Khan objected him to develop a port equal to 
Surat, where he had begun to load and unload his ships which cause the decline in the 
TAT 
revenue of Surat. He got Tegh Beg Khan appointed as Mutasaddi. However, 
Muhammad Ali returned around 1732 to Surat from Athawa and immediately 
fortified his ancestral residence, which lay between the factories of English and the 
Dutch. He organized a formidable force of armed retainers whom he kept at Athawa 
which he tried to develop into a new port.^ °'* Sohrab Ali came to hear of this and 
decided on immediate action. However Sohrab Khan's break with Muhammad Ali 
and Muhammad All's determination to defend himself, the alliance among the 
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Mirat-ul Haqaiq, ff. 235b, 236a, 237a; G. A. Nadri, 'Merchants in the Late Mughal Gujarat-
Evidence from Two Major Persian Sources', op. cit., p. 68 
Ashin Das Gupat, 'Merchants of Surat c.1700-50', op. cit., p. 206 
Idem., 'The Crisis at Surat 1730-32', op. cit., p. 150 
Ibid., p. 150 
Ibid., p. 149 
Abdul Ghafur himself is not known to have maintained any troops, although he must have had his 
slaves and retainers as all the wealthy Muslim merchants appear to have done. Mulla Muhammad 
Ali, however, in the early 1730s raised a small army of about 2,000 men to defend himself against 
the Mutasaddi Sohrab Ali Khan. The recruitment of troops by a merchant at Surat was very 
unusual measure and the government frowned upon it. The army which Mulla Muhammad Ali 
gathered together became accuse of conflict between the port officer and himself At the same time 
there was a close rapport between these two, and Sohrab Khan leaned heavily upon All's 
assistance to keep his position safe at the Imperial Court at Delhi. 
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merchants and finally the realization in the city in general that governor was not in a 
mood to spare any one finally brought about the revolt at Surat in 1732. 
As soon as Tegh Beg Khan replaced Sohrab Ali Khan as Mutasaddi of Surat 
the relations between Mulla Muhammad Ali and Tegh Beg Khan was drastically 
changed and his conduct had become very curious. He was trying to displace the 
newly-installed governor and begun to recruiting troops. The Mutasaddi, all the 
leading merchants as well as the Europeans asked him to come and discuss the 
position with them in an open darbar, but he refused. 
Henry Lowther, the chief of the English factory, thought that "Muhammad Ali 
either had some deep design which he could not fathom or he was mad".^ *^ ^ Ashin Das 
Gupta writes: "it is possible that in feeling such contempt Ali allowed himself to 
become a little careless" . The Henry Lowther's report to Robert Cowan on 18 
August 1732 provide useful information that how Chellaby and Syed Masud [Syedee 
Masoot] went to All's house and prevailed upon him to go to the darbar to wait on 
the governor Tegh Beg Khan. And from the day of his arrest on 17 August 1732 to the 
day of his death 29 June 1733 no one saw Mohammad Ali again.^ *^ ^ His eldest son 
Mulla Muhammad Husain replaced in to his father's business and some at least of his 
father's troubles. 
After the Bohra family the second important mercantile houses of Surat was 
that of the Turkish^°^ trading family popularly known as Chalebi^"^The Chalebis were 
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Ashin Das Gupta, 'The Crisis at Surat, 1730-32', op. cit., pp. 150-160 
Lowther's letter, 4 August 1732, Robert Cowan Papers. Cf. Ashin Das Gupta, 'The Crisis at Surat 
1730-32', op. cit, p. 156. 
Ashin Das Gupta, The Crisis at Surat 1730-32', op. cit., p.l57 
Mirat-i Ahmadi, transl., pp. 500-03, 514-15; Ashin Das Gupta thought that Hosain Ali (Mulla 
Muhammad Husain) made a mistake in trying to get the Nizam to free his father. Early in June 
1733 a letter came from the Nizam to Tegh Beg Khan asking him to release Muhammad Ali as he 
had been told that there was a great deal of disturbance. He sent this explanation, not as a general 
representation from the town, but as a personal letter from himself Exactly fifteen days later the 
English Factory Diary noted that "this morning Moolna Mahmud Allee departed this life in the 
castle. He was closely confined in the castle ever since the 17* August 1732. See Ashin Das 
Gupta, 'The Crisi at Surat 1730-32', op. cit., pp.150-161 
In the European documents this family is always called Turkish. In the Mirat they are Rumi, and. 
the author of the biography of Rustumji they are Turkish by Jat. Ashin Das Gupta mentions that i 
do not know whether they were ethinically Turks or a Syrian family who spoke Turkish .Ashin 
Das Gupta, 'The Merchants of Surat, c. 1700-50', op. cit., p. 210. They are variously pronounced 
by scholars. Ashin Das Gupta called them Chellaby (Chellabies), M.P. Singh as Chalpi. MP. 
Singh Pronounced as same as in Itimad Ali Khan's diary scripted. M.A Khan and G.A. Nadri 
pronounced as Chalebi. 
The Chalebis were an old established frading family in Surat, infact it is possible they were at least 
older than the Mulla family. At any rate one Mohammad Chalebi was a leading merchant along 
with Ghafiir in 1672. However in 1729 Chalebi took out passport from the Dutch for two of his 
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Ottoman^'' Turks navigators by profession. In 1553 Sidi Ali Reis Chelebi an Ottoman 
Turkish admiral landed at Surat. Sidi Ali Reis stayed at Surat for about a year where 
after he went inland to Gujarat, Sind and Delhi.^'^ Towards the close of the 
seventeenth and beginning of the eighteenth century, Usman Chalebi appears in 
records. He owned many ships. Usman Chalebi also laid out a garden adjoining that 
of the English in which Mughal government officials occasionally used to stay. In 
December 1748 when Safdar Khan the acting governor of Surat replaced by the new 
governor^''' and forced him to leave the place he stayed in Usman Chalebi's garden 
for about twenty days. In 1702 a Turkish merchant Sulaiman Chalebi appeared to 
have acquired enough influence over the Mughal governor for the latter to use his 
office for the purpose of settling dispute between the Mughal government and the 
English factories at Suart. '^'* On 27 December 1703 that Banias complained that 
Chalebi (Sulaiman) being a favourite of late governor Itibar Khan had extorted rupees 
85,000 from them. He was detained at the Kotwali with the object of forcing him to 
reftand the money to the complainants. Sulaiman Chalebi refused to pay saying that 
what sum he had received were for the benefit of the old governor. The new 
governor put guards on his house till he finally satisfied the complainants. Except 
these there were some more important Chalebi merchants in Gujarat concern to my 
period of study. Ashin Das Gupta provides a list of leading Chalebimerchants on the 
basis of Dutch records. He gave the names of Ahmad Chalebi, Ibrahim Chalebi, 
Hussain Chalebi and Omar Chalebi.^'* But it is not clear whether they were kinsmen. 
The Chalebies actively participated almost in all the meetings of the merchants. In a 
outgoing ships as against nine taicen by Mohammad Ali. The Dutch shipping list for that year 
noted that eight of Chalebi's ships came in that year as against Mohammad Ali's nine. 
^" The Encyclopedia of Islam (New edition), Vol. II, Ed. B. Lewis etc., Leiden, 1965, p. 19 ; A. 
Vambery, The Travels and Adventures of the Turkish Admiral, Sidi Ali Reis, (London, 1899), pp. 
J-5 ; G. R. Tibbetts, Arab Navigation in the Indian Ocean before the Coming of the Portuguese. 
(London, 1971), pp. XI, 44-45. 
'^^  M.A. Khan, 'The Chalebi Merchants at Surat 16* -18* Centuries', PIHC, (Waltair, 1979), pp. 408-
16 Sidi Ali Reis was the first Chalebi to established himself at Surat even if temporarily. 
"^ M.A. Khan mentioned him Tegh Beg Khan. But according to other sources Tegh Beg Khan was 
not alive by that time and he had died sometimes around 1746. See 'The Chalebi Merchants at 
Surat 16* -18* Centuries', op. cit, pp. 408-16 
'^^  Ibid., pp. 408-16 
^'' M.A. Khan described the new governor, Nisabt Khan. 'The Chalebi Merchants at Surat 16* -18* 
Centuries', pp. 408-16. 
'^* Ashin Das Gupta, 'The Merchants of Surat c. 1700-50 ', in Edmund Leach and S.N. Mukherjee 
(eds.) Elites in South Asia (Cambridge, 1970) p. 204 
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meeting held at Surat on 30 April 1752 Saleh [Sallee] and Usman Chalebi were 
Present.^'^ 
The most prominent among these mentioned by Ashin Das was, of course, 
Ahmad Challeby. He was son of Haji Muhammad Saleh Chalebi and grandson of 
Durvesh/'* He was the second man in Bruinink's list. He was also the second most 
important shipping magnate in the city but well behind Muhammad Ali in property 
and power. The maximum number of his ships in one year was only eight.^'^ His 
ships had frequent access to the ports of Basra in Persian Gulf, and Mokha and Jedda 
in the Red Sea. He transacted overseas commerce in various commodities such as 
rose-water (gulab), tobacco, Egyptian willow (bidi mushk), sugar etc. in December 
1721 he exported rose-water, tobacco, Egyptian-willow from Surat. Similarly in 
May 1726 he sailed a ship for the port of Basra laden with rose-water and sugar etc. 
'1')') 
with Mohammad Azam Kairani. Apart from being a large ship-ovraer, Ahmad was 
the principal figure among the Turkish community settled at Surat. And it is possible 
he had links with Aleppo. Ahmad Chalebi also played a crucial role in the politics of 
the period often participating in delegation and the protest of the merchants against 
the officials.''^ ^ He had about two thousand Arabs and Turks with him and had to 
reportedly play a role in the overthrowing Sohrab Khan (Bahram Khan) and finally 
bringing about the fall of Mulla Muhammad Ali himself. Tegh Beg Khan being 
apprehensive of Ahmad Chalebi and considering him a potential threat also arranged 
for his assassination.^^'' Thus both the Mulla Muhammad Ali and Ahmad Chalebi's 
families failed to obtain the protection from the Mughal administration in its phase of 
decline. And their effort to save their commerce by political interventions brought on 
them downfall still more quickly. The prosperity of Muhammad All's family was lost 
forever with the death of Muhammad Ali and the plunder of his treasure by Tegh Beg 
Khan"' ^ . ^ S J - * — i 4 t £ ^ 
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M.A. Khan, 'The Chalebi Merchants at Surat 16* -18* Centuries', op. c i t ^ l ^ ^ ^ S ^ i ^ t ^ ^ 
Mirat-ul Haqaiq,{21 \a. ~~ ' 
Ashin Das Gupat, 'Merchants of Surat c. 1700-50', op. cit., p. 208 
Mirat-ul Haqaiq, ff. 290b, 291b, 402b; cit., p. 68 
/6W.,f.211a 
Ibid., f. 402b 
Ibid., ff. 362a, 363a 
Mirat-i Ahmadi, transl., pp, 522-23. 
Mrat-i Ahmadi, II, pp. 155, 168-69. His youngest son Mulla Fakhruddin retained the title of 
Umdat-ut Tujjar. Ibid.,\\, pp. 361-63 
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Enmity among mercantile community 
It is interesting to note that there was strong enmity among various mercantile 
communities in Gujarat. The important clashes seen during this period were of Bohras 
v/s Chalebis, Parakss vs Parsis, and Dutch v/s English. 
The Bohras and Chalebis are the two leading mercantile houses of Surat being 
the corrunon traders in the Red Sea their interestswere largely clashed. Parakss and 
Parsis were fighting to win the favour of being favourite broker of the English 
company.The two European companies,the Dutch and English, with the object of 
gaining position of command in the city of Surat faught against each other as 
partisansof the rival candidates. 
MuUa Muhammad Ali and Ahmad Chalebi were the leading personalities 
among their mercantile community in eighteenth centuy. Mulla Muhammad Ali was 
at peak of his power.Mulla Muhammad Ali made a determined attempt to run him out 
of the Red Sea trade in which both of them were largely interested. Ahmad Chalebi on 
his turn did his best to ruin the Mulla and was instrumental in the final downfall of 
this prince of merchants. The family of Ahmad Chalebiwas involved in constant 
competition with the Mulla family and sometimes hostilities broke out between him 
and Mulla Muhammad Ali. As in 1724 severe clash between the two had been 
reported by Itimad Ali Khan in his diary: the two rival merchants at Kachri Jhapat, 
owing to dispute on certain matters, a few persons were injured on both sides.^^^The 
hostilities between the MuUas and Chalebis well reflects from this event that in 
January 1729, Mulla Muhammad Ali persuaded the custom master to tax Ahmad 
Chalebi's goods at a higher rate and in the difficulties which resulted had him arrested 
by the governor. 
On 2 July 1730 Sohrab Khan pressingly invited Ahmad Chalebi to come and 
dine with him but Ahmad Chalebi, knowing the situation, discovered it that it was a 
plot of Muhammad Ali probably to have him poisoned, refused to go there. In 
October of same year he fled to Horrmuz to avoid further persecution.^^^After the 
death of Muhammad Ali, he stand as the successor to the fallen giant, for a brief 
period, in that he became the principal financial supporter of the Mutasaddi and 
^^ * The Dutch take the side of Safdar Khan while English supported the cause of Mia Acchan. 
Mirat-ul Haqaiq, ff. 269b, 270a; See also G.A. Nadri, 'Merchants in the Late Mughal Gujarat-
328 
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Evidence from Two Major Persian Sources', op. cit., p. 68 
Ashin Das Gupta, 'The Merchants of Surat, c.1700-50', op. cit. p. 210 
Ibid., p. 210 
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inherited Muhammad Ali's considerable influence in the affairs of the town. 
However, this did not last long, and, after a humiliating setback in which he was 
worsted by the Parakss and the English a mysterious murder removed him from the 
scene in 1736. 
Laldas Vitaldas Paraks was the nagarsethof Surat. He participated in various 
representations of the leading merchants. His family (Parikhs) was associated with the 
English East India Company as brokers. Laldas became the chief broker of the 
company, a position most cherished by the leading merchants in the eighteenth 
century.^^" The two big business houses Laldas Paraks and the Parsi family of 
Rustamji Manakji competed bitterly for this honour. Family fortunes declined and 
improved as the family lost and obtained the position of chief broker of the English 
company. The most celebrated merchant of the Parsi community was Rustamji 
Manikji. He remained at the helm of affairs till his death in 1719 where after his rival 
Laldas made successful moves to distance Manikjis's family from the English. Framji 
was imprisoned at Surat and Bahman another son of Rustamji was imprisoned at 
Bombay by the English, Forcing Nowroji, Rustamji's son to plead the case of his 
family in England.^^' Nowroji got them released in 1726, but soon after there began a 
quarrel within the different branches of the family.^ ^^ The Parsi merchants at Surat 
also extended loans to the officials. In 1709-10 Rustamji Manakji provided a loan of 
Rs.50,000 to the governor of Surat.^ ^^As being the brokers to the English East 
IndiaCompany the Parsi community probably invested their own capital on behalf of 
their principal, as they were sure, to be realised later on.^ "^* 
The Parsi Community as distracted by factional wrangles after the death of 
T "1 C 
their grand old ubiquitous man Rustumjee Monackjee in 1719. It would seem that 
Hindus and Parsis were exclusively engaged in the profession of brokers. Ashin Das 
Gupta writes that, 'I have not come across a single instance of any other social group 
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See Ashin Das Gupta, Merchants of Maritime India, op. cit., Chapter X, pp. 210-14, Chapter XI11, 
pp. 173-80. 
Mirat-ul Haqaiq, ff. 347b, 387a. 
Ashin Das Gupta, 'Merchants of Maritime India, op. cit., Chapter X, pp. 212-13. 
Mirat-ul Haqaiq, f. 99a 
G.A. Nadri, 'Merchants in the Late Mughal Gujarat- Evidence from Two Major Persian Sources'. 
op. cit., p. 72. 
The great importance of Rutumjee is clear from the fact that ten years after his death the family 
and all landed property of the family were known after him. The three sons of Rustumjee-
Framjee, Bomanjee and Nowrojee had violent quarrels after the death of their father and greatly 
embrace the English who had engage all of them as joint brokers. Nowrojee Rustumjee the 
youngest of the three indeed emerged as the craftiest of the lot. 
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supplying a broker to the exporters or importers.^^^ Some Hindus and Parsis were also 
engaged in money business usually called 'sarraf or shroffs'. 
There is no evidence at all that the Bohras and Chalebis, the Paraks and Parsis 
formed parts of a single organization, and it is quite clear from the rivalries among 
some of them that this did not exist. Unity among the merchants was comparatively a 
rare phenomenon and the Mullas were very exceptional family. They were 
united,only at a time, to protect and preserve their common commercial 
interests. On one occasion Mulla Muhammad Ali supported Ahmad Chalebiand 
chooses his side when the latter was accused and arrested by Gadai Beg Khan 
(nephew of Beglar Khan) and succeeded in getting him release with a certificate 
restoring his honour and dignity. 
The wealthiest of the merchants at Surat-the group of Muslim shippers had no 
direct cormection at all with the European trading companies. The name of this 
influential class was never seen in the list of purchase and dispose of European 
imports and exports. But they were very much concern for common good and safe 
guards their common commercial interests. There are several evidences to prove that 
they made common action at the time of emergency.The most serious incident of this 
kind occurred in 1732 when for once Muhammad Ali made a common cause with 
Ahmad Chalebi and Seth Laldas Vitaldas and combined merchants drove out the 
Mutasaddi Sohrab Ali Khan as they found his government too oppressive. On 21 June 
1732 Seth Laldas Vitaldas, at the request of the leading merchants of Surat informed 
the English Council that a general meeting of the merchants had been arranged that 
evening at the residence of Mohammad Ali. The aim was to finalize a plan of action 
against the governor Sohrab Khan who was definitely known to have decided upon an 
open attack on all merchants in two days time. The local religious men have been 
consulted and they were of the opinion that the conduct of Sohrab Khan was 
unrighteous and deserved punishment. It had been decided that Tegh Beg Khan would 
be setup as Mutasaddi in place of Sohrab Khan and the merchants had already written 
to Delhi to obtain the necessary sanad for this purpose. The governor of the castle 
would join the merchants in support of his nephew. 
"* Ashin Das Gupta, 'The Merchants of Surat, c.1700-50', op. cit., p. 210 
"•' Mirat-ul Haqaiq, ff. 362a, 363a. 
" ' Ibid. A\9h 
80 
Though, the plunder of the mercantile property by local officials drove several 
of the middling merchants of Surat into taking the protection of the English and the 
Dutch company. The families of Paraksand Rustumjis are good examples of men 
growing rich and influential through a European connexion. Rustumjis made Bombay 
their home fairly and soon became leading merchants there. Of the top ranking only 
Mulla Fakhruddin, the great grandson of Mulla Abdul Ghafur, retired to Bombay for a 
short time before finally returning to Surat. ^^  The Chalebies never deserted Surat and 
remained hostile to the development of the English influence within the city which 
they saw as a threat to their freight trade to the Red Sea. 
" ' Mirat-i Ahmadi, transl., p. 522. 
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CONCLUSION 
The province of Gujarat observed a sharp change in all fragments of society 
during the first half of the eighteenth century. It witnesses radical changes in political, 
cultural and economical outlook of the province. The political disorders emerged at 
the centre after the death of Aurangzeb in no late spread over the province of Gujarat 
and ended the Mughal sway progressively. Peace and prosperity known since long 
had no mouth of discussion. Scarcity and desolation afflicted the land and economic 
stress ruined several sections of governing class, confiscation of wealth and property 
of mansabdars and other influential peoples was largely seen during this period. The 
strength and stability of administration existing earlier was replaced by compromises 
and concessions during this century. The Mughal officials were interested to occupy 
more and more areas under their control but did not concentrate on maintaining law 
and order. Individual power gain, enlargement of territorial conquest and personal 
aggrandizement of wealth enabled the nobles to be disloyal with the centre. The 
disloyalty of nobles and officials led to the malpractices in administration. They were 
largely unable to check the Maratha invasion fastened the Mughal destruction from 
the region. 
In addition to the Maratha invasions from without a number of internal 
commotions and strifes led to the situation to be worse. Factional fight of Hamid 
Khan, the naib of Nizam-ul Mulk, and Shujaat Khan, naib of Sarbuland Khan, opened 
a new chapter in the politics of Gujarat. After the defeat of Shujaat Khan and his two 
brothers Ibrahim Quii Khan and Rustam Ali Khan the impression of Mughal authority 
in the province was vanished. 
The outcome of Maratha support of Hamid Khan was the transfer of half of 
the region's revenue to them. Getting strength in wealth and military power they 
started to occupy more and more territories in the region by 1730s. 
The Nazims adopted the policy of repression and overcharged the inhabitants, 
trading commimities and silk and iron merchants. Detention and fines without any 
reason and crime was the practiced by Mutasaddis of Surat. 
Holding of many offices by a single person resulted in the rule through 
depufies and farming of offices. This policy widely affected the common people as 
the ijaradars were very harsh in their exaction and they were also chastised to gain 
more and more profits. 
The constant holding of any office for long period aspired the officials to 
declare him independent from the Mughal authority. The rise of new generation of the 
faujdars and holding of various parganas empowered them to be free from any other 
disturbance. 
Mughal nobles were on their way to establish defacto lineal claims on the 
areas under their control. In Cambay, Broach, Junagarh, Radhanpur and Balasinor and 
Surat dynastic ambitions were seen to get them free except name, from central 
authority. The nobles and officials of these regions wanted to establish an independent 
'nawabdom' (Muslim principality) of his own. 
The dawn of the Marathas at the edge of the province of the Gujarat proved 
very disastrous to the social, commercial and political establishment. Initially their 
nature was plundering but by 1730 they shift their nature to acquire more and more 
territories and tried to establish their hold on the politics of the region. With the 
occupation of the Dabhoi, Baroda, Songadh, Champaner,Viramgam, and settlement of 
regular chauth in Broach, Cambay and Surat make easy to their insidious presence in 
the region. The introduction of kamavisdari and khandani system improved their 
financial condition. 
It is held that it was first Maratha attack in Gujarat heralded the downfall of 
Mughal sway in the province. The absence of a powerful Emperor at the centre and 
conflict and contention among the officers encouraged them to establish their hold in 
the province. With the getting strength in military power they were largely asked for 
assistance in factional fights of Mughal nobles. Every faction promised for a share 
after getting victory over his enemy. Hamid Khan, Sarbuland Khan, Rustam Ali 
Khan, Maharaja Abhay Singh, Momin Khan, Safdar Khan, and Mia Achhan all of 
them promised for a share in revenue after winning over his rival. 
It is largely held that it was the Hamid Khan who gave footing to the Marathas 
in Gujarat, when Nizam-ul Mulk asked Kanthaji to cooperate his uncle and naib 
Hamid Khan against Shujaat Khan and his two brothers and marked the beginning of 
the downfall of Mughal Empire. 
By 1726 Peshwa Bajirao also entered in the chaotic field of Gujarat politics. 
Peshwa Bajirao cast his greedy eyes on the defenseless land where riches ad glory 
could be win over night. With the introduction of this factor in Gujarat the province 
converted into a battlefield for next thirty years between Peshwa and Gaekwad. 
Peshwa Bajirao I was determined to undermine the Trimbakrao's authority by 
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securing for himself the lucrative rights over revenues of Gujarat by enforcing the 
Nazim Sarbuland Khan. 
The early years of 1730 proved a little disastrous for Dabhade family and 
their allies. Khanderao Dabhade, Trimbakrao Dabhade and Pilajirao Gaekwad died 
and Kanthaji was no more seen in Gujarat after 1733. 
However, the power of Dabhade family was re-established by able generalship 
of Damajirao II (son of Pilajirao) and Umabai, the spirited wife of Khanderao 
Dabhade, who had wielded great influence in politics in her husband's life time and 
continued at least up to her death in 1753. 
In 1736 Momin Khan sought the assistance of Damaji 11 to oust the Maharaja 
Abhay Singh from Gujarat. The ambition of Momin Khan to become the Nazim of 
Gujarat and his alliance with the Marathas on such disastrous terms to secure his 
objective gave the final death blow to the expiring Mughal power in Gujarat. The 
allied army of Momin Khan and Marathas captured Ahmedabad in May 1737 and it 
was decided that from now these two would be the ruler of Ahmedabad and the 
government and revenue would be equally divided in them. 
During the Damaji's confinement in Poona Jawan Mard Khan usurped the 
whole power of the city and merely permitted the Gaekwad's agent to realize his 
master's due. But combine forces of the Marathas enforced him to surrender the city 
and Maratha again held their power in the province. 
In 1756 Momin Khan II attempted to hold control over Ahmedabad but after 
one year of seize negotiation were opened in which Momin Khan agreed to evacuate 
the city on strong assurance on the side of Marathas marked the beginning of tense 
relationship in which Ahmedabad was held under dual control by Peshwa and the 
Gaekwad and hinterlands were also divided between them. 
Due to the constant Maratha incursion commerce of Gujarat chiefly affected. 
Import and export, receipt and dispose touched the lowest of the period. Internal and 
external commercial links of Gujarat affected. Transportation became highly insecure. 
Business with interior and heartland was full of danger. Due to abstain in 
transportation production automatically came down. Gujarat consist a good number of 
industrial centres. These industrial centres were well linked with the port towns which 
attracted the Dutch, English, Armenian, Arabs, Afghanis, Kahmiris, Bohras and 
Chalebis, who were highly engage several commercial activities. 
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As the eighteenth century was a chaotic period, new locally powerful people 
entered in the politics of the region. Merchants were powerful and they started 
interfering in the local administration. This was due to the weakness of Mughal 
authority at the centre and the factional fights in the province. They were capable to 
install and depose any officer on their choice. However, they were also fallen in 
official oppression. But using the weapon of agitation they pressurized the officers to 
accept their demands. When they united on any particular issue they provide an 
important counter weight to the political hierarchy in the town. But unity among them 
was harmful as their professional life was not allowing them to make any common 
cause with others. And thus we see a conflict among important mercantile group like 
Dutch and English Paraks and Parsis and Bohra and Chalebis. 
In short, the vacuity appeared after the death of Aurangzeb gave an 
opportunity to several Maratha Sardars to enter in Gujarat. Their nature proved 
devastating for the commercial world of the province. And the chaotic condition 
which was prevailing, gave an opportunity to non political locally powerful people to 
make entry in politics. This gave an impetus to the locally powerful merchants to 
enter in local politics as well. All these reasons in some or other way proved a fatal 
for Mughal sway in Gujarat. 
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